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Dear Patent Appeals Specialist Paris: 

In what follows I hope to address the compliance points 
raised by your Office communication: Notification of 
Non-Compliant Appeal Brief (DATE MAILED: 05/28/2009). And in 
the order you've listed those items, 1-10, respectively. 

1) I cannot determine specifically what is being referred 
to, but this first non-compliance point statement could be, 
as I believe it is, a general statement of the 
non-compliance points which are mentioned in subsequent 
numbered non-compliance point items. 

* 

2) The status of my claim is that of final rejection by the 
examiner, e.g. see my appeal brief p. 5, lines 11-13. And my 
application's only claim is identified in my appeal brief in 
as much as it is repeatedly referred to, it being the one 
and only claim of my application. 

* 

3) There have been no amendments filed by me subsequent to 
the final rejection by the examiner. Nothing of that sort 
should be showing up in the record. But if it is it is bogus 
and invalid. Anyway I could find nothing like that in the 
Public PAIR record for my application number when I looked 
at that record this past week. 
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* 

4) Although my appeal brief refers to not only a concise but 
a precise explanation of the subject matter defined in my 
applications one and only independent claim, it does not as 
you point out contain all of that information- 
It did not occur to me that a paper copy of parts of the 
Image File Wrapper which is associated with my application 
would need to accompany my appeal brief: I thought such 
information would be ready at hand electronically to the 
Appeal Board. So I've enclosed a paper copy of that Image 
File Wrapper except I have not included the for this purpose 
superfluous non-letter appendices of my appeal brief. 

And along with that copy a cover sheet identifying that 
information as Appendix F. And I ask that it be included 
with my appeal brief if you deem it necessary and proper to 
do so to advance my appeal brief to the Appeal Board. That 
entire new Appendix F would probably be scanned into the 
Image File Wrapper associated with my application number. 
And this electronic duplication might cause disruption or 
delay of my application. 

For that reason and particularly for the convenience of the 
Appeal Board I've labeled the separate sections of that copy 
from the Image File Wrapper with their corresponding 
Document Codes and Mail Room Dates. And I've numbered those 
separate sections in sequence for ease in handling the paper 
copy. I've also included a hand written note in red ink on 
the first page of the section which I've numbered 38 as a 
perhaps unnecessary precaution against a recurrence of that 
error of 2005 which is addressed in PART ONE of my appeal 
brief. 

* 

5) I must ask for your forbearance here — Although the 
examiner did present questions about my claim in his non-final 
rejection, he seems by then to have formed a strong opinion 
about the patentability of my claim. Really no valid ground 

of objection was put forward by the examiner in light of the 
fact that he did not understand my patent application's 
claim. This is evidenced by for example patents he cites for 
probable rejection of my claim. Nor did he carefully 
consider my response to his non-final rejection, but he 
apparently rejected that response and my application's claim 
offhand. 

That is one of the two main reasons I've appealed the 
examiner's final rejection of my application. I did not 
specify an art unit to which my application was to be 
directed since it wasn't required. But my application seems 
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in retrospect to have been inadvertently placed with an 
inappropriate art unit. 

Undoubtedly, you would agree that it is not appropriate nor 
is it necessary for me to present arguments to you regarding 
the validity of the principal elements of my appeal such as 
whether or not my utility patent application's claim is 
patentable — These are matters for consideration by the 
Appeal Board. 

But you are clearly confronted with the difficulties of 
checking whether or not my appeal brief conforms to the 
regulations regarding the technical way in which it should 
be presented to the Appeal Board. 

Salient among those difficulties are those evidenced by the 
compliance points in item four of your Office communication 
to me. So for your convenience I've briefly discussed some 
of the elements of my appeal to help you understand why my 
appeal brief took the form it did. And why it does not lay 
out, e.g., "means plus function 11 and "step plus function" as 
you mention in item four. 

I believe my appeal brief arguments are trenchant and the 
relevant facts are undeniable. Yet, it is for the Appeal 
Board to decide on the issue of application date and of my 
application 1 s claim 1 s patentability. 

I've waited since October 2003 for my application to be 
given a thorough examination. While my appeal brief's 
technical structure might not fit the regulation's standards 
exactly that is mostly due to knotty problems which were 
primarily not created by me. Nevertheless, I think, it 
deserves a careful and complete vetting by the Appeal Board. 

* 

6) Referring back to my answer to item five (above): in my 
appeal brief there is in fact a heading "PART TWO " in which 
part I respond to the need for a careful, that is thorough, 
vetting of my utility patent application's claim. 

* 

7) I've enclosed a copy of my utility patent application's 
claim with a cover sheet defining it as Appendix D. And I 
ask that it be included with my appeal brief . 

* 

8) Along with their cover sheet I've enclosed for addition 
to my appeal brief a copy of both United States Patents 
(Jandel; Mori et al.) entered as evidence by the examiner 
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and which I relied upon in the appeal: these I define as 
Appendix E on their associated cover sheet. 

Also, the first part of the sentence which comprises 
compliance point eight appears to me to perhaps require my 
sending a copy of the entire Image File Wrapper associated 
with my utility patent application number as an inclusion to 
my new Appendix E (which Appendix E is mentioned in the 
immediately preceding sentence (above)). But to avoid 
redundancy, I refer you to my new Appendix F which I have 
defined in my answer to your Office communication's item 
four (above) . 

* 

9) There was no Related Appeals and Interferences section of 
the brief; thus, no need for a related appendix. 

* 

10) This item was for reference only; and, so, does not need 
a response. 

* 

Please note that when I printed out a copy of my appeal 
brief from the Image File Wrapper I noticed that the cover 
sheets for the three Appendices to my appeal brief had not 
been scanned into that file. And in that Image File Appendix C 
is first (starting with the article "my space, the sequel"). 
Appendix B follows it (starting with the article "Relax. Let 
your guard down."). And an incomplete and jumbled Appendix A 
is last, and the articles it contains are presented in 
reverse order (and starting with the article "Ensuring the 
Safety of America's Drug Supply") and missing the article 
"Warner Music, YouTube and music-video deal"; which, too, was 
sent with my appeal brief. 

So I've enclosed three new cover sheets which are like the 
originals, and which I ask be added to my appeal brief in 
their appropriate positions as indicated above. This is 
because the articles which comprise the three appendices to 
my appeal brief were arranged to correspond to the three 
appendices of my response letter to the non-final rejection 
wherein which each of those appendices listed the articles 
respectively which were included in my appeal brief's 
appendices . 

* 

Finally, I assert that I do not abandon my application, nor 
do I abandon my appeal. I believe my appeal brief is trenchant 
and concise and possibly the best presentation of the problems 



which arose out of the unusual, complicating difficulties 
involved with my patent application. 

Thank you for reading this response to your Office 
communication . 



Sincerely, 




Timothy Raymond Cronin 



Enc 
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Appendix D 
(Claim) 



Specification (contd.) 

CLAIM 

0007) What I claim as my invention is: 

■ 

Certified verifiable subliminal-free 

audio recordings, 

recordings containing both audio and video content, 
and visual recordings. 



Appendix E 



(Information which is not in the Image File Wrapper 
which relates to my application and which 
was entered as evidence by the examiner (see: 
Image File Wrapper Doc- Code CTNF, 
Mail Room Date 10-14-2008; pp. 2 and 6 
(re: Jandel; Mori et al.) which 
I relied upon in my appeal) 
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United States Patent 6,122,322 
Jandel September 19, 2000 

Subliminal message protection 

Abstract 

The present invention relates to a method and to a system for detecting a first context change between 
two frames. When a second context change between a further two frames occurs within a predetermined 
time interval, the frames accommodated within the two context changes are defined as a subliminal 
message. An alarm is sent to an observer upon detection of a subliminal message. 
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Parent Case Text 



This is a continuation of PCT application Ser. No. PCT/SE97/01909, filed Nov. 13, 1997. 

Claims 



What is claimed is: 

1 . A method of distinguishing between messages in a sequence of frames that include image 
information, the method comprising: 

detecting a first context change between a first and a second frame, 
detecting a second context change between a third and a fourth frame, 

comparing the time period between the first and the second context changes with a first threshold value, 
and 

indicating said message in dependence on said comparison. 

2. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that relevant data related to the first and second 
context changes and data relating to the source of the frame sequence are stored in a memory. 

3. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that a second message is indicated in dependence on 
whether a third context change between said first and said fourth frame is detected. 

4. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that said first context change is detected by 
measuring the energy difference between said first and said second frames. 
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5. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that said second context change is detected by 
measuring the energy difference between said second and said third frames. 

6. A method according to claim 4, characterized in that the energy is measured by calculating, for each 
frame point, the difference between the value of a frame point in a first frame and the value of the 
corresponding frame point in a second frame, calculating the square of the calculated difference, and 
forming the sum of the calculated square values for all frame points. 

7. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that said first context change is detected by 
measuring the energy in a first displaced frame difference (DFD), and using the measured energy to 
calculate the second frame from the first frame. 

8. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that said second context change is detected by 
measuring the energy in a second displaced frame difference (DFD), and using the measured energy to 
calculate the fourth frame from the third frame. 

9. A method according to claim 7, characterized by comparing the energy in the displaced frame 
difference with a second threshold value, and indicating a context change in dependence on said 
comparison. 

10. A method according to claim 8, characterized by comparing the energy in the displaced frame 
difference with a second threshold value, and indicating a context change in dependence on said 
comparison. 

1 1 . A method according to claim 7, characterized in that the energy in the displaced frame difference 
(DFD) is measured by calculating the square of the value in each frame point in the displaced frame 
difference and forming the sum of the calculated values for all frame points. 

12. A method according to claim 7, characterized in that the energy in the displaced frame difference 
(DFD) is measured by calculating the absolute magnitude of the value in each frame point in the 
displaced frame difference and forming the sum of the calculated values for all frame points. 

13. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that the first context change is indicated when an I- 
frame in an MPEG-stream is detected. 

14. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that the second context change is indicated when an 
I-frame in an MPEG-stream is detected. 

15. A method according to claim 1, characterized by comparing the second frame with a fifth frame 
stored in a frame library, and indicating the first message in dependence on said comparison. 

16. A method according to claim 2, characterized by storing in said memory the frame sequence 
between the first and the second context change. 

17. A method according to claim 2, characterized in that a user is able to examine the contents of said 
memory. 

18. A method according to claim 1, characterized in that said second frame and said third frame are one 
and the same frame. 
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19. A system for automatically detecting subliminal messages in a frame sequence, the system 
comprising: 

means for measuring context changes between two frames in the frame sequence; means for initiating an 
alarm; means for storing a frame sequence; means for calculating a time difference between two context 
changes; means for comparing a measured time difference with a threshold value; and means for 
initiating an alarm in response to the outcome of said means for comparing. 

Description 



The present invention relates to a system and to a method for protecting an observer from subliminal 
messages. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Subliminal messages are messages that are sent in a manner such as to be undetectable consciously by 
an observer. Subliminal messages are hidden suggestions that can only be perceived by the 
subconscious. In video communication, a subliminal message can be flashed so quickly that the viewer 
will not be aware of having seen the message. The viewer can, nevertheless, be influenced by the 
message content. Consider, for instance, the case of a subliminal advertisement that is sent while the 
viewer is studying the latest televised news from the stock market. The advertisement may inform the 
viewer that ACME chocolate is good to eat, but is flashed so quickly that the viewer is unaware that 
he/she has been subjected to an advertisement. Some viewers, however, can be influenced 
subconsciously by the advertisement, and later feel an unexplainable longing for ACME chocolate. 

The ground-based transmission of television channels are subject to ethical and legal constraints that are 
aimed towards preventing the above type of advertising. However, it is not possible to guarantee the 
prevention of the transmission of subliminal messages in many of the international satellite-based 
television channels that do not obey local laws and regulations. The protection of an observer from such 
messages is more difficult to achieve in modern types of communications, such as Internet and 
videotelephony, for instance. Subliminal messages can be hidden not only in a video sequence, but also 
in still images, or what the observer considers to be still images, and also in audio sequences. 

Two mutually sequential images of an image sequence are seldom exactly the same. The fundamental 
concept of mediating movement with the aid of a plurality of mutually sequential images is that each 
image will differ slightly from the preceding image. When the images are shown at speed, this is 
perceived by the eye as a movement and not as a presentation of individual images, by virtue of the eye 
having a certain degree of inertia. In the majority of cases, only a small part of the image frame is 
involved in the actual movement; compare a walking person against a stationary background in this 
regard. This feature is used for different types of image sequence compression, such as MPEG2, for 
instance. MPEG2 saves space in the image sequence, by sending, among other things, approximative 
information that describes those pixels that change. However, this results in the introduction of errors in 
the image sequence, making it necessary to synchronise the image at regular intervals. This is achieved 
with a so-called I-image that contains all information necessary to compile a complete image. 

Image sequences also include a row of different frames in order to enable a moving image to be 
transmitted in the most effective manner possible. A frame contains image information that is presented 
on a medium, possibly together with further frames, to form an image or picture. For instance, an 
interlaced image is comprised of two frames. The term frame will be used consistently throughout the 
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following description. By frame is meant information that is used to compile an image. A frame can 
itself include a complete image, or solely parts of an image, or information from which an image can be 
calculated An I-frame is a complete frame that includes image information. Because an I-frame contains 
a great deal of information, it is expensive to transfer. A new P-frame can be formed from an I-frame or 
from a P-frame. A P-frame, (prediction frame) is formed by transferring to the receiver side movement 
vectors and DFD (Displaced Frame Difference) related to the preceding frame. The movement vectors 
describe how objects in the preceding frame shall be moved to form the P-frame. When the new P-frame 
is formed, errors will occur due to rounding-up, for instance. DFD describes how the calculated P-frame 
differs from the original image. The difference between the values of each pixel in the calculated frame 
and in the original frame can be calculated with regard to black-white frames. A colour frame that uses 
RGB (Red, Green, Blue) can be transformed to a form in which one portion consists of a luminance part. 
The luminance part can be used to calculate the DFD, in this case. A P-frame is more cost-effective than 
an I-frame, since movement vectors plus DFD contain much less information than a corresponding I- 
frame would contain. Also included are B-frames which are calculated from preceding and succeeding 
P-frames. 

The expression subliminal message is also used to describe a code where a number of encrypted 
messages are encoded within the same set of symbols. This has no relationship at all with the present 
invention. 

Described in U.S. Pat. No. 5,151,788 is a system for identifying and eliminating advertisements in and 
from a video signal, by detecting blank images. The concept of this solution cannot be applied to 
subliminal messages, because subliminal messages are not normally preceded by a blank image. 

Described in FR 2,622,077 is a system for detecting discontinuities between images, by analyzing an 
analogue video signal line-by-line. The concept is not applicable to the present invention, since 
subliminal messages do not differ from other signals when considered line-by-line. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention addresses the aforesaid problems, by detecting subliminal messages and warning 
an observer of their presence. 

The object of the present invention is thus to protect an observer against subliminal messages. 

The aforesaid problems are solved by the present invention, by detecting subliminal messages and 
warning an observer of their presence, by detecting a context change between two frames. 

More specifically, there is detected a first context change between two frames. When a second context 
change occurs between a further two frames within a predetermined time period, the frames 
accommodated within the two context changes are defined as an subliminal message. When a subliminal 
message has been detected, an alarm is sent to an observer. 

A context change can be defined as a major change in the content of a frame; c.f. a scene change, for 
instance. 

A frame point can be defined as a value in a point in an image that together with other frame points 
compiles said image. 

The present invention provides the advantage of enabling subliminal messages to be detected and stored 
for later analysis. 
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Another advantage is that an observer can be protected against and warned of the presence of subliminal 
messages. 

The invention will now be described in more detail with reference to preferred embodiments thereof and 
also with reference to the accompanying drawings. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is an overview of one embodiment according to the invention. 

FIG. 2 is a flowchart illustrating one embodiment of the invention. 

FIG. 3 is a flowchart illustrating another embodiment of the invention. 

FIG. 4 is a flowchart illustrating the detection of a context change in accordance with one embodiment 
of the invention. 

FIG. 5 is a flowchart illustrating the detection of a context change according to another embodiment of 
the invention. 

FIG. 6 is a flowchart illustrating the detection of a context change in accordance with still another 
embodiment of the invention. 

FIG. 7 is a flowchart illustrating the detection of a subliminal message. 

FIG. 8 illustrates a subliminal protection module. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS 

FIG. 1 is an overview of one embodiment of the invention. Reference numeral 101 identifies an observer 
or viewer watching a film on a television 102. Although the term film and television are used in 
describing this embodiment, it will be understood that equivalent terms can be used instead, for instance 
such terms as MPEG-sequence and data terminal. The reference numeral 111 identifies a frame 
sequence sent to the television 102 from a source 110. The sequence of frames 111 arrives at the 
television 102 via an SMP-module 1 12 (Subliminal Message Protection). The SMP-module may 
alternatively be integrated with the video decoder. The source 110 may, for instance, be a cable-TV 
distributor, an SP (Service Provider) or a computer connected to Internet or Intranet. FIG. 1 shows part 
of a frame sequence 111, where reference 103 identifies a frame in the normal sequence. Reference 104 
also identifies a frame in the normal sequence, although in the illustrated case the frame 1 04 constitutes 
the last frame that occurs in the normal sequence prior to the occurrence of a context change 105. A 
context change can be defined as a major change in the content of a frame; c.f. a scene change for 
instance. The context change 105 is followed by a series of frames which together constitute a 
subliminal message 106. The subliminal message 106 may be comprised of solely one frame or of 
several mutually sequential frames. Reference 107 identifies a context change which terminates the 
subliminal message and the normal frame sequence reappears. Reference 108 identifies the first frame in 
the normal frame sequence, while reference 109 identifies the next following frame. The SMP-module 
1 12 detects the context changes 105 and 107. As soon as the context changes 105 and 107 occur within 
a specified time interval, an alarm is generated and the subliminal message 106 is stored and can be 
played back by the observer 101. 
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FIG. 2 is a flowchart illustrating one embodiment of the invention. Reference 205 identifies a frame 
sequence. Reference CC1 identifies a context change between the normal frame sequence N and those 
frames that constitute the subliminal message S. Reference CC2 identifies a context change between the 
subliminal message S and the normal frame sequence N. Each frame that arrives at an SMP-module (not 
shown) is compared with the last frame to arrive, and context changes are detected, in accordance with 
box 201 . The time at which the two latest context changes occurred is saved. The time difference 
between the latest two context changes to take place is calculated in accordance with box 202. When the 
time difference is smaller than a threshold value Ts, a user alarm 203 is triggered and the image frozen, 
in accordance with box 204. The observer is then able to ascertain whether or not he/she has been 
subjected to a subliminal message and, if so, the nature of the message. 

FIG. 3 is a flowchart illustrating another embodiment of the invention. Reference 301 identifies a frame 
sequence arriving at an SMP-module (not shown). Reference CC1 identifies a context change in the 
frame sequence. Reference Nl identifies the last frame in the normal frame sequence, while reference 
S 1 identifies the first frame in the subliminal message. Reference S2 identifies the last frame in the 
subliminal message and reference CC2 identifies a context change between S2 and N2, where N2 
identifies the first frame in the normal sequence after the context change CC2. The SMP-module (not 
shown) functions to detect context changes, and the time at which these changes occur is saved together 
with the frames Nl, N2, SI and S2, in accordance with box 302. If the time difference between the latest 
two context changes CC1 and CC2 is smaller than a given threshold value Ts, box 303, a preliminary 
alarm is triggered and relevant data logged, e.g. the subliminal message source, the message arrival time, 
and so on, in accordance with box 304. A test is then run to ascertain whether or not a context change 
exists between frames Nl and N2. If no context change exists between said frames, an alarm is triggered 
(box 306) and the frame sequence frozen (box 307). The observer is now able to evaluate consciously 
the context change that has occurred, through the medium of the frozen frames and the logging activity 
that has ensued. 

Those occasions on which the entire frame has been drastically changed, such as in the case of a scene 
change, can be mediated with an I-frame in the frame sequence. When the transmission of a subliminal 
message is commenced, there will occur a scene change that causes a major part of the frame to be 
changed between two mutually sequential frames. Thus, a context change can occur when the receiver 
receives an I-frame. When two I-frames are received in succession within a short space of time, the 
transmission of a subliminal message can be suspected. 

FIG. 4 is a flowchart that illustrates the detection of changes with the aid of I-frames in an MPEG- 
sequence. Reference 401 identifies a frame sequence that arrives at an SMP-module (not shown). The 
SMP-unit receives a frame, box 402, and ascertains whether or not the frame received is an I-frame, box 
403. The receipt of an I-frame indicates a context change, box 404. 

FIG. 5 is a flowchart that illustrates the detection of a context change, by numerically calculating a value 
of the change between two frames. The reference 501 identifies a frame sequence arriving at an SMP- 
unit (not shown). The SMP-unit (not shown) receives a frame N.sub.i, box 502. The frame N.sub.i is 
stored in a memory L.sub.2. Prior to this, the value of L.sub.2 is stored in a memory L.sub.l, box 503. A 
value E of the difference between the frames is then calculated, by summating an energy measurement 
of the difference between corresponding frame points in the frames L.sub.l and L.sub.2, box 504. This 
energy measurement may, for instance, be x.sup.2, which would give the following formula: 

where I.sub.s is the value of the frame point s in the frame L.sub.2, and F.sub.s is the value of the frame 
point s in the frame L.sub.l . A context change is indicated when E is greater than a threshold value 
T.sub.e, in accordance with boxes 506 and 506 respectively. 
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As illustrated in FIG. 6, a context change between two P-frames can be detected in a manner similar to 
that described above, by measuring the energy in the DFD. In FIG. 6, the reference numeral 601 
identifies a frame sequence. The energy is calculated, box 603, for each DFD received, box 602. If the 
amount of energy contained by the DFD is greater than a threshold value 604, this indicates that a 
context change has taken place, box 605. 

The SMP may include a library function that contains data relating to known subliminal messages, as 
shown in FIG. 7. The reference numeral 701 identifies a frame sequence. Each frame received, box 707, 
is compared with the frames stored in the library, box 703, and when sufficient similarity is noted, box 
704, a user alarm is triggered, box 705. This comparison may be carried out by filtering each frame, so 
as to present a number of characteristic features. These characteristic features are then compared with 
the features stored in the library function. One advantage with this procedure is that computer power and 
memory space are saved. 

FIG. 8 illustrates in greater detail an SMP-module 802 connected to a monitor 801. A frame sequence 
arrives at the SMP-unit 803. The frames pass a system 807 which functions to detect context changes. 
The system 807 includes a part 804 whose function is to measure the energy content of a frame, a part 
whose function is to compare the energy value with a threshold value 808, and a part whose function is 
to initiate an alarm. The SMP also includes means for storing a stream or sequence of frames 806. 

It will be understood that the invention is not restricted to the aforedescribed and illustrated 
exemplifying embodiments thereof, and that modifications can be made within the scope of the 
following claims. 

***** 
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Editing device for sequentially editing desired discrete scenes of respective user-specified 
durations 

Abstract 

An editing device for sequentially editing desired scenes or cuts. The editing device includes a CPU 1 1 
which, when triggered by actuation of an edit button switch 12, issues a rewind playback command 
signal to a video camera 1 for a pre-set time, while issuing a pause canceling command signal to a VTR 
2. After lapse of a pre-set time since the issuance of the pause canceling command signal, as set by a 
rotary switch 13, the CPU 1 1 outputs a pause setting command signal to the VTR 2. An infrared LED 14 
converts the command signals from the CPU 1 1 and outputs the converted signals. The editing may be 
achieved by a simple operation of pressing the edit button switch 12 for facilitating the operation as 
compared to that with the conventional device. 
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Claims 



What is claimed is: 

1 . An editing device for controlling an editing operation of an editing system having a reproducing unit 
and a recording unit, comprising: 

operating means actuated by a user, for generating pre-set operating signals including an edit operating 
signal in response to the actuation of said operating means by the user; and 

command signal issuing means for detecting said edit operating signal, said command signal issuing 
means having 

means for issuing a rewind playback command signal to said reproducing unit after detection of said edit 
operating signal by said command signal issuing means, and thereby effecting a rewind operation of said 
reproducing unit for a first pre-set time interval followed by playback operation of said reproducing unit, 



means for issuing a pause cancelling command signal to said recording unit in a recording pause state 
after detection of said edit operating signal by said command signal issuing means, and thereby effecting 
cancellation of the recording pause of said recording unit, and 

means for issuing a pause setting command signal to said recording unit a second pre-set time interval 
after issuance of said pause cancelling command signal in response to said detected edit operating 
signal, and thereby temporarily halting the recording operation of said recording unit. 

2. The editing device as claimed in claim 1, further comprising 
time setting means for setting said second pre-set time interval. 

3. The editing device as claimed in claim 1, wherein said command signal issuing means issues said 
pause cancelling command signal after the rewind operation of said reproducing unit and before 
restarting the playback operation of said reproducing unit, playback commencing with signals being 
reproduced at the time of the actuation of said operating means. 

4. The editing device as claimed in claim 1, further comprising: 
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converting means for converting said rewind playback signal, said pause cancelling command signal and 
said pause setting command signal into infrared rays. 

5. The editing device as claimed in claim 1, further comprising 

display means for making a pre-set display indicating the recording operation of said recording unit 
during a time period between the issuance of said pause cancelling command signal and the issuance of 
said pause setting command signal. 

6. The editing device as claimed in claim 1, further comprising: 

second operating means actuated by the user, for generating a playback operating signal in response to 
the actuation of said second operating means by the user; and 

second command signal issuing means for detecting said playback operating signal, and thereafter 
issuing a playback command signal to said reproducing unit to effect a playback operation of said 
reproducing unit. 



Description 



BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

This invention relates to an editing device and, more particularly, to an editing device for sequentially 
editing desired discrete scenes (one-cuts). 

In a conventional editing device, the user locates a desired scene or cut as he or she views a reproduced 
picture, and sets the start position and the end position of the cut for each cut by an extremely laborious 
operation. 

Specifically, a video tape recorder with a built-in camera, referred to herein as a video camera, as a 
reproducing unit is connected to a video tape recorder, referred to herein as a VTR, as a recording unit, 
so that playback picture signals from the video camera are supplied to the VTR and to the monitor 
receiver. 

Thus the user retrieves a desired cut to be edited, as he or she views the pictures displayed on the 
monitor receiver. The user then sets the start position (IN) and the end position (OUT) of the cut on the 
playback tape on the editing device, using, for example, a so-called time code or a tape counter. 

The user then presses the edit button provided on the editing device. The editing device then causes the 
video camera to rewind the tape to IN and reproduce the playback tape, and subsequently cancels the 
temporary halt of recording, referred to herein as pause. As a result, recording of the desired cut is 
started. 

When the recording up to "OUT" comes to a close, the editing device controls the pause of the video 
camera and the VTR. This sets the video camera and the VTR in a pause state to terminate the editing, 
that is, dubbing, of the desired cut. 

When performing the editing of the next cut, it becomes necessary to press the playback button to re- 
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start the playback of the video camera in order to effect the retrieval of the next desired cut by means of 
the setting of "IN" and "OUT". 

Thus the conventional editing device suffers from the problem of a complicated operating procedure. 
SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

In view of the above-described status of the prior art, it is an object of the present invention to provide 
an editing device which is superior in operability and which enables the editing time to be reduced as 
compared to the conventional device. 

According to the present invention, there is provided an editing device for controlling an editing 
operation comprising operating means for generating pre-set operating signals and command signal 
issuing means for detecting the operating signal and issuing a rewind playback command signal to a 
reproducing unit for effecting a rewind and playback operation for a pre-set time period. After the 
issuance of the rewind playback command signal, the command signal issuing means issues a pause 
canceling command signal to a recording unit which is in the recording pause state for canceling the 
recording pause state. The command signal issuing means also issues, after lapse of a pre-set time period 
from the issuance of the pause canceling command signal, a pause setting command signal to the 
recording unit for temporarily halting the recording by the recording unit. 

In one aspect of the present invention, the pre-set time period may be set by time setting means, such as 
a rotary switch. 

With the editing device of the present invention, the user operates operating means for issuing a rewind 
playback command signal to the reproducing unit for a pre-set time period, while issuing a pause 
canceling command signal to the recording unit. After lapse of a pre-set time period from the issuance of 
the pause canceling command signal, a pause setting command signal is issued to the recording unit for 
recording picture signals for the desired cut from the playback tape of the reproducing unit to the 
recording tape of the recording unit. The operation may be simplified significantly as compared with 
that achieved by the conventional device since if the user finds a desired scene for recording as he or she 
views the playback picture it is only necessary that she pushes the operating means, such as an edit 
button switch. Furthermore, there is no necessity of setting the recording start position (IN) or the 
recording end position (OUT) in distinction from the conventional device so that the editing time may 
be reduced significantly. In addition, the length of the cut may be set to a desired value by the recording 
time setting means. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is a block diagram showing an arrangement of an editing system employing an editing device 
according to the present invention. 

FIG. 2 is a block diagram showing a circuit arrangement for the editing device. 
FIG. 3 is a flow chart for illustrating the operation of the editing device. 
FIG. 4 is a timing chart for command signals output from the editing device. 

FIG. 5 is a timing chart showing in tapes loaded the video camera and the VTR making up the editing 
system, along with the operating state of the video camera and the VTR. 
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED EMBODIMENT 

Referring to the drawings, an embodiment of the present invention will be explained in detail FIGS. 1 
and 2 illustrate the arrangement of the editing system employing the editing device according to the 
present invention and the circuitry of the editing device, respectively. 

The editing system is first explained. 

Referring to FIG. 1, the editing system is made up of a video tape recorder with a built-in camera 1, 
referred to hereinafter as a video camera, a video tape recorder, referred to as a VTR, as a picture 
recorder for recording playback picture signals from the video camera 1 , a monitor receiver 3 for 
monitoring or viewing a picture reproduced by the video camera, and an editing device 1 0 for remote 
controlling the video camera 1 and the VTR 2. 

When a desired scene or cut is presented as a playback picture displayed on the monitor receiver 3, the 
user viewing the displayed picture pushes an editing button switch 12 provided on an operating portion 
of the editing device 10. This causes various remote control command signals (remote control signals) to 
be sent from the editing device 10 to the video camera 1 and to the VTR 2, so that the cut is recorded by 
the VTR 2. 

Specifically, the editing device 10 embodying the present invention includes, as shown in FIG. 2, a CPU 
1 1, an editing button switch 12 for actuating the CPU 1 1, a rotary switch 13, an infrared light-emitting 
diode (infrared LED) 14, a key matrix switch 15, for remote controlling, for example, the video camera 
1, a light emitting diode (LED) for display 16, a battery 17 for supplying the power to, above all, the 
CPU 1 1 , and an oscillator 1 8 for generating clock signals. The CPU 1 1 issues a rewind playback 
command signal to the video camera 1 for a pre-set time period, and issues a pause canceling command 
signal to the VTR 2 for canceling a recording pause state. The CPU 1 1 also issues a pause setting 
command signal to the VTR 2 for temporarily halting the recording after lapse of a pre-set time period 
from the issuance of the pause canceling command signal. The rotary switch 13 sets the pre-set time 
period from the issuance of the pause release command signal supplied by CPU 1 1 until issuance of the 
pause setting command signal. The infrared LED 14 issues the command signals from the CPU 1 1 after 
conversion into, for example, infrared rays. 

The CPU 1 1 is a so-called one-chip micro-computer provided with, for example, a read-only memory 
(ROM), a random-access memory (RAM) and an input/output interface (I/O), and is operated in 
accordance with a flow chart shown, for example, in FIG. 3. 

Referring to the flow chart in FIG. 3, the CPU 1 1 decides, at a step ST1, whether the playback button for 
the video camera 1 of the key matrix switch 1 5 has been pressed. If the answer is NO, the CPU 1 1 
proceeds to step ST2. If the answer is YES, the CPU 1 1 proceeds to a step ST3. At step ST3, the CPU 
1 1 outputs a playback command signal for starting the playback to the video camera 1 in accordance 
with a format prescribed for the video camera. The CPU 1 1 then proceeds to a step ST4. The infrared 
LED 14 converts the playback command signal from the CPU 1 1 into infrared rays which are 
transmitted to the video camera 1 . The video camera 1 accordingly starts the playback operation. 

At the step ST2, the CPU 1 1 issues command signals, such as for stop, fast feed or the like, in 
association with the pressed button before reverting to the step ST 1. As a result, the video camera 1 
performs the stop, fast feed or the like operations. 

At the step ST4, the user locates (retrieves) the desired cut, as he or she views the playback picture 
displayed on the monitor receiver 3, and presses the edit button switch 12. The CPU 1 1 detects a signal 
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from the edit button switch 12 at this time and decides whether the user has pressed the edit button 
switch 12. If the answer is YES, the CPU 1 1 proceeds to a step ST5. If the answer is NO, the CPU 1 1 
reverts to the step STL The technique of initially setting the video camera 1 to the playback state is not 
limited to the technique at the steps ST1 and ST3. Thus, for example, the playback state may also be set 
by directly acting on the video camera 1 . That is, the key matrix switch 1 5 need not necessarily be 
provided on the editing device 10. In such case, the operations of the steps ST1, ST2 and ST3 may be 
eliminated and the CPU 1 1 repeats the step ST4 until the edit button switch 1 2 is pressed. 

At the step ST5, the CPU 1 1 issues the rewind playback command signal (REV signal) for a pre-set time 
interval, for example, for a time interval T.sub.l, such as 2 to 3 seconds, from the pressing of the edit 
button switch 12, as shown in FIG. 4, before proceeding to a step ST6. As a result, the video camera 
performs rewind playback operations for 2 to 3 seconds. 

At the step ST6, the CPU 1 1 measures the time interval which elapses since the REV signal on the video 
camera 1 ends until the playback time is stabilized using a timer before proceeding to a step ST7. 
Specifically, the CPU 1 1 measures the time interval T.sub.2 by counting clock signals, as shown in FIG. 
4. 

At the step ST7, the CPU 1 1 issues to a VTR 2 a pause canceling command signal that cancels the 
temporary recording stop (recording pause), as shown in FIG. 4, in accordance with the format as 
prescribed for the VTR, before proceeding to a step ST8. As a result, the VTR 2 starts its recording 
operation. 

At the step ST8, the CPU 1 1 measures the pre-set time period as set by the user with the rotary switch 
13, that is, the recording time period T.sub.3, using a timer, as shown in FIG. 4, before proceeding to a 
step ST9. The time period that can be set by the rotary switch 13 is based on, for example, 5 seconds as 
a unit, and is up to 45 seconds. 

At the step ST9, the CPU 1 1 issues a recording pause setting signal to the VTR 2 for temporarily halting 
the recording before reverting to the step ST1. 

In this manner, the video signal from a start position 21a of a desired cut up to an end position 21b on a 
playback tape 21 loaded on the video camera 1 is recorded, that is, dubbed, on a recording tape 22 
loaded in the VTR 2. The recording start position 22a may be approximately one second ahead of the 
start position 21a of the desired cut, as shown, for example, in FIG. 5. During the recording of the 
desired cut, the LED 16 provided on the operating part may be lighted from the issuance of the pause 
canceling command signal until issuance of the pause setting command signal in order to apprise the 
user of the fact that the recording is proceeding. 

When the recording comes to an end, the video camera 1 continues in the playback state, while the VTR 
2 is in the recording pause state, as indicated in FIG. 5, such that the user is able to retrieve the desired 
one cut and press again the edit button switch 12 as he or she continues to view; the playback picture. 
Thus the operation may be simplified significantly as compared with that of the conventional device. 
There is also no necessity of setting the recording start position (IN) or the recording end position 
(OUT) as required with the conventional device, so that the editing time may be reduced significantly. In 
addition, the length of the one cut may be set by the rotary switch 1 3 to, for example, 5 seconds, to 
facilitate viewing of the cut. 

Furthermore, the editing device 10 is simpler in circuit construction, as shown in FIG. 2, while being 
small-sized, lightweight, and lower in cost than the conventional device. In addition, the device 
consumes less power and may be operated by a battery. 
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Appendix G 

(re: Item 8 in the Notification of Non-Compliant Appeal 

Brief; Date Mailed: 05/28/2009) 



The evidence (Jandel; Mori et al.) entered by the examiner 
into the record which I've relied upon in my appeal and 
which was not in the Image File Wrapper associated with my 
application number (10/680830) was entered by reference into 
the record by the examiner in his non-final rejection. See: 
Image File Wrapper for my application (application number 
10/680830) Document Code CTNF, Mail Room Date 10-14-2008, 
pp. 2 and 6. 



Appendix F 



(Part of my applications Image File Wrapper contents 
including my earlier response to the examiner's 
non-final rejection of my utility patent 

application's claim-) 
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Mail Stop Appeal 

Brief-Patents 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



re: U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER: 10/680830 
FILING DATE: 070CT03 

NAME OF APPLICANT: Timothy Raymond Cronin 
TITLE OF INVENTION: Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings. 



Dear Appeal Board: 

This Appeal Brief has two parts. The first part refers to my 
utility patent application being lost at the USPTO and 
resulting problems with its application number and application 
date. The second part refers to the final rejection of my 
utility patent application wherein which my response to the 
non-final rejection of that application was not given a 
careful reading. 

PART ONE 

In his final rejection letter the Examiner writes "The fact 
pattern set forth in lines 18-40 on page 6 of the response 
filed 11/4/2008 is not understood..." (see: Image File 
Wrapper Document Code [hereinafter Doc. Code] CTFR ; Mail 
Room Date [hereinafter the document's Mail Room Date will be 
listed right after the Doc. Code separated only by a 
semicolon] 02-23-2009; p. 2, item 2]. He apparently wasn't 
familiar with the documents about this Case which were in 
the Image File Wrapper. This I didn't anticipate otherwise 
I probably would have brought to his attention the specific 
references. 

Below, in the first part of this letter, I have explained 
these problems by referring to the Image File Wrapper contents 
in detail. 

There have been problems with my application from the 
start — Problems I was not initially aware of. 



. 4 

On 28JUL05 my application was said to have been probably 
"lost in cyberspace" (see: p. 1, para. 4 of my letter to the 
USPTO (Doc. Code LET.; 09-09-2005)). But long before that, on 
Friday 07NOV03, I contacted the Recording Industry 
Association of America (RIAA) at phone # (202)775-0101. I 
called twice that day and talked with someone who identified 
himself as "A.J. 11 I hoped the recording industry would 
implement my patent application's claim for our mutual 
benefit . 

We talked for about an hour, I think, with one of the calls 
from about 10:00 to 10:20 in the morning. I explained to him 
my patent application's claim and made sure he understood that 
I had a patent pending, but it was something that I thought 
the recording industry would benefit from implementing. A.J. 
seemed to understand what I was talking about, but was dismiss- 
ing apparently owing to his concerns that implementation of my 
application's claim would impugn other manufacturers who did 
not certify protection from subliminal content for recordings. 

He seemed to anticipate legal trouble. I tried to reassure him 
that the point of producing higher quality products was not to 
asperse existing products. Instead, it was to make better 
products available for sale to the public. 

Then I complicated the matter by an error in my letter 
dated September 5, 2005 — This error I tried to correct 
with my letter dated September 30, 2005. Please see para- 
graphs 1-4 of that letter (Doc Code Let.; 10-04-2005). Later, 
in a letter dated October 26, 2006 I offered proof that my 
application was made on 070CT03 and that the application 
number was 10/680830. Please read that short letter and look 
at the photocopies of the postcard and Express Mail Customer 
copy which I'd sent with it (Doc. Code LET. ; 11-02-2006). 

After I learned that my application had been lost I 
contacted the USPTO about what to do.. I was asked to send a 
copy of my application. I sent that copy along with a 
handwritten letter (dated August 12, 2005, and a copy of 
which is included in my September 5, 2005 letter mentioned 
above (see:Doc. Code LET.; 09-09-2005)). 

Also, please see page 3, third full paragraph of my 
September 5, 2005 letter (Doc. Code LET.; 09-09-2005) 
wherein I reaffirmed what I had told Mrs. Robinson. That is, 
that what I sent her was not an original application, but a 
copy of my earlier application. She had suggested that I 
send that copy of my application via USPS Express Mail which 
I did (Express Mail # ED 659185884 US) [PLEASE NOTE: this is 
NOT the USPS Express Mail number used to mail my original 
and one and only application in October of 2003!]. 



I mailed that copy as per her instructions to: 
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Mrs. Marcia Robinson 

South Tower Building, Room 437 A 

Commissioner of Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313 



But what happened is that she filed it as a new application 
(see: Doc. Code TRNA; 08-12-2005; pp.l&2. Note the OSPTO 
marks in the upper right margins of those pages: it's a new 
application number which showed up after that numerous times. 
For examples of this please look at the application number 
entries on the first pages of the following File Wrapper 
items: Doc. Code PEFN; 08-31-2005 

Doc. Code PEFR; 09-09-2005 

Doc. Code IMIS; 10-20-2005 

Doc. Code PEFR; 10-20-2005. 
And the wrong application date is still showing up (see, e.g., 
Doc. Code CTFR; 02-23-2009; p.l). 

Subsequently I had to respond to missing parts requests. One 
was for an Abstract of the Disclosure. And I included that 
with my letter dated September 5, 2005 (Doc. Code LET.; 
09-09-2005). I responded to another missing parts request 
(see: Doc. Code OATH; 01-05-2006). And to the fee 
request (see: Doc. Code PEFR; 10-20-2005 which includes ray 
letter dated October 19, 2005 wherein which I state in the 
last paragraph of that letter that I've enclosed the fees 
requested ) . 

But in an effort to prevent my application from appearing to 
have been abandoned I, also, had to respond to a missing parts 
request due to the unsigned copy's Declaration: that copy of 
which I'd deliberately not signed because it was not a new 
application. And I had to respond to a request for basic 
filing fee money (see: Doc. Code PEFN; 08-31-2005). Please 
note that on the first page of the document which is located 
at Doc. Code PEFR; 10-20-2005 a printout appears under the 
title word NOTICE which suggests that the money which I'd sent 
had been received. This unnecessary payment was later 
refunded to me as the copy of "notice to check recipient" with 
my letter dated June 14, 2008 shows (see: Doc. Code LET.; 
06-19-2008) . 

Note, too, that with my letter dated October 19, 2005 (see: 
Doc. Code PEFR; 10-20-2005) I included a National Exchange 
Bank & Trust certified copy of the check I'd used to pay the 
original filing fee. Yet, in a USPTO Decision of Petition 
(see: Doc Code PETDEC; 10-18-2006) on p. 2, in the fourth, 
fifth, and sixth sentences of the last big paragraph on that 
page it says "Applicant argues... his application .. .was 
resubmitted [emphasis added] on August 12, 2005." I never 
argued that my application was resubmitted. Instead, just 
the opposite! 
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Consequently I sent a letter to the USPTO dated October 26, 
2006 (see: Doc. Code LET. ; 11-02-2006) with which I included 
a copy of my postcard originally sent with my application. 
And a copy of the USPS Express Mail Customer Copy from the 
mailing of my application on October 7, 2003. But I, also, 
enclosed copies of the first pages of USPTO letters sent to 
me and variously dated 12/23/2005, 01/11/2006 and 04/20/2006 
which had my application's correct application number and 
application date on them. 

This I hoped would fix the mix-up regarding my application 
number and application date. I then waited for an 
examination of my utility patent application/ and I received 
a check from the USPTO in June 2007. Please see my letter 
dated June 14, 2008, p.l, para. 1 and the photocopy of the 
"notice to check recipient" (both at Doc. Code LET.; 
06-19-2008) . 

About a. year after I received that refund check I wrote a 
letter to the USPTO dated June 14, 2008 (same letter 
mentioned immediately above; Doc. Code LET.; 06-19-2008), 
in which I asked for consideration of some matters and 
movement towards the end of being granted a patent if 
possible. Please read that short two page letter. 

That letter seems to have led to the initial examination of 
my patent application by Examiner Harvey. But he was using 
the incorrect filing date (see: Doc. Code CTNF; 10-14-2008). 
So I asked him in my letter dated October 27, 2008 (Doc. 
Code A...; 11-04-2008) on p. 6, in the last two sentences of 
the second-to-last big paragraph, whether or not my earlier 
submission of an expanded Abstract of the Disclosure (see: Doc. 
Code ABST; 09-09-2005) would have changed my original patent 
application date. But I didn't think it would since that 
submission was in response to a missing parts request (see: 
Doc. Code PEFN; 08-31-2005). Examiner Harvey did not respond 
to my question in his final (status action) rejection letter 
(Office communication) (Doc. Code CTFR; 02-23-2009). 

■ 

In my letter to the USPTO dated October 27, 2008 (Doc. Code 
A...; 11-04-2008) in the second half of the second full para- 
graph on p. 3, I mention the pitfall of endless checking and 
double checking. I've certified that the photocopy of the 
postcard with my patent application's application number and 
application date and the USPS Express Mail Customer Copy and 
the Portage Post Office receipt are true copies. And the 
National Exchange Bank & Trust Customer Service 
Representative certified that the copy of my original check 
to the USPTO is true. 

As the saying goes "it's turtles all the way down." And I 
point this out not to be facetious nor peevish, but to 
transition to the other salient reason I've made this appeal. 



PART TWO 



■ 

I wrote a letter to the USPTO dated June 14, 2008 (Doc. Code 
LET.; 06-19-2008) to ask that ray application be examined. 
And in that letter I tried to address what I thought might 
have been issues causing what seemed to me to be a delay in 
the processing of my application. Then in the fall of 2008 
I received a non-final rejection letter from the Examiner 
(Doc. Code CTNF; 10-14-2008). 

In response to that non-final rejection I sent a letter 
dated October 27, 2008 to the Examiner in which I felt that 
I had adequately answered each of his objections (Doc. Code 
A...; 11-04-2008). But in February 2009 I received a letter 
from the Examiner (Doc. Code CTFR; 02-23-2009) in which his 
rejection of my patent application's claim was final. But it 
was as if the Examiner hadn't carefully read my response to 
his non-final rejection. 

He takes a section of my response to his non-final rejection 
out of context (please see: Doc. Code CTFR; 02-23-2009; p. 2/ 
para. l.B) as if he hadn't noticed that in the several prior 
lines I state explicitly that what follows was not what he 
seemed to take it to be. And that's a fact. Please see: Doc. 
Code A...; 11-04-2008; p. 4, lines 17-20). And twice in that 
same letter, on p. 4 in the top three lines and on p. 5. in the 
second-to-last paragraph top two lines, I state what ray 
claim's method is. 

And please note that in the Examiner's final rejection 
letter on p. 4, Item 4 (see: Doc. Code CTFR; 02-23-2009) the 
Examiner repeats what he'd written in his non-final 
rejection letter to me (see references to my letter dated 
6/19/2008 in 4.B and 4.C). With the exception of the 
numbering of the main outline headings the final rejection 
letter's pp. 3-9 contain the same text as the non-final 
rejection letter's pp. 2-8. And as well and taken together 
the final rejection letter's pp. 10-11 contain the same text 
as the non-final rejection letter's pp. 9-10. Consequently, 
by simply repeating the text of his non-final rejection 
letter the Examiner makes on those pages no reference to my 
response (Doc. Code; A...; 11-04-2008) to that non-final 
rejection letter. 

Pages 12 and 13 of the final rejection letter do not relate 
to the examination of my application's claim. Page one is a 
summary. Only Page 2 is new. But on p. 2 in Item l.C) the 
Examiner appears to be focused on trying to determine what 
method my claim posits for verifying. But that is not what 
my claim is about. My use of "method" in my response to the 
non-final rejection (see: Doc Code A...; 11-04-2008; p. 2, 
para. I / sentence 1 (see also: p. 3, fourth full paragraph)) 
was in accordance to a dictionary definition and which is a 
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meaning broader than that which would be constrained by 
the concept "active steps of manipulation" (please see: Doc. 
Code CTFR; 02-23-2009; p. 2, item l.A, first five sentences). 
That dictionary definition is: "A means or manner of procedure; 
especially/ a regular and systematic way of accomplishing 
anything" (from The American Heritage Dictionary of the English 
Language ) . 

Also on p. 2, item l.D of his final rejection letter the 
Examiner seems to confuse certify and verify. These I 
discuss exhaustively in my letter (Doc. Code A...; 
11-04-2008; in particular p. 3, all but the last two 
paragraphs of p. 4, and on p. 2 in the fourth paragraph I 
explain that by definition "Certification is the record of 
verification" ) . 

I ask you to read that whole letter (Doc. Code A...; 
11-04-2008) dated October 27, 2008. In it I tried to use 
language with precision. That's why on page four in the 
first line of the first paragraph and in the last line of 
the second paragraph the word order of "certified" and 
"verifiably" are respectively reversed. This word order 
reversal is not accidental; instead, I was attempting to 
convey specific meaning in each case, while expanding the 
context of the use of those words. And that, precisely to 
enhance the clarity of what I was writing. 

I believe my patent application claim's method is a new and 
useful composition of processes. A method which encompasses 
well-known conceptual processes which are essential to it. 
Processes such as certification. One can imagine new technol- 
ogies being discovered which change and enhance the practical 
viability of certification in the future. 

My patent application's claim clearly is not , e.g., about 
defeating subliminals (Please see: Doc. Code A...; 
11-04-2008; p. 2, para. 3, lines 24-31). Yet the Examiner 
seems to have taken that view due to my use of "protection" 
in the Title of Invention. The Examiner's effective 
re-citing of Jandel on pp.2&3 and Mori on p. 7 of his final 
rejection letter (Doc Code CTFR; 02-23-2009) suggests that 
he did not carefully read ray response to his non-final 
rejection letter. Both of those patents in no way interfere 
with my patent application's claim. I've shown why in my 
responses to each of the Examiner's non-final items of 
objection which were relevant to that issue. 

And the Examiner didn't consider the three appendices to my 
letter dated October 27, 2008 (Doc. Code A...; 11-04-2008). 
See Doc. Codes APPENDIX; 11-04-2008. He wrote that this was 
because I had not provided copies of the articles which I 
was referring to in my lists of references (see Doc. Code. 
CTFR; 02-23-2009; p. 2, item IE). I didn't know that sending 




copies for this purpose was required , but to avoid 
getting permission from the many copyright holders I've 
enclosed with this appeal the originals of those articles. 
Those articles are in a large envelope on which I've put my 
return address and sufficient postage so that you can if 
possible return them to me after you've reviewed them. 

Those appendices were meant to substantiate these three 
topics: Appendix A: pursuit of technological fixes to 

intellectual property theft 
Appendix B: pursuit of legal and political fixes 

to intellectual property theft 
Appendix C: losses due to intellectual property 

theft, and potential market size 

Nevertheless, short quotes from a number of the references 
were included in the appendices which the Examiner was free 
to consider. But he wrote that he did not (see: Doc. Code 
CTFR; 02-23-2009; p. 2, item l.E). The Examiner, also, seemed 
to have been looking for something tangible and simple. Yet my 
patent application's claim is directed at something tangible 
though not simple. 

In my response to the Examiner's non-final rejection letter 
I wrote (see: Doc. Code A...; p. 4, lines 36-39) that "My 
patent application's claim... is essentially about a 
manufacturing process improvement which will result in 
superior product quality, which improvement cannot be 
stolen" because my hope was and remains that subliminal-free 
products be made for the consumer market. In which case other 
processes besides strictly manufacturing processes necessarily 
were and are, also, contemplated as part of the method of 
implementing my patent application's claim. 

Earlier this year, during a broadcast of American Public 
Media's "Marketplace" show, compact disc (CD) sales were said 
to have been declining by 20% per year. And that that 
deficit in CD sales has not been made up by online sales. 

Still, the recording industry with its hundreds of billions 
of dollars in sales each year and its many billions of 
dollars of losses each year due to intellectual property 
theft has not made as far as I can tell certified verifiable 
subliminal-free recordings available to the public. 
Evidently no one yet has tried to obtain a patent for a 
claim as was put forth in my original patent application. 
And as I explained in my letter to the USPTO dated June 
14, 2008, I wasn't trying to get a patent for an "idea" 
(see: Doc. Code LET.; 06-19-2008; last two paragraphs of p.l 
and the first two paragraphs of p. 2). 

My patent application's claim is not amenable to being 
broken down into numbered sub-parts. The words certified and 
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Verifiable are not synonyms. And "Certified verifiable" 
is a feature of my patent application's claim the details of 
implementation of which are not the subject of that claim 
(please see: Doc. Code A...; 11-04-2008; p. 2, first sentence 
of last paragraph; and p. 3, para. 4). 



in his final rejection letter (Doc. Code CTFR; 02-23-2009) 
the Examiner on p. 2, item l.B uses "appears" (in the first line 
of item l.B) and "...the [emphasis added] process/method..." 
(in the second line of item l.B). The Examiner notes that 
these "..."steps" are not recited in the pending claim..." 
(from third line of item l.B). I reiterate here that they 
were not "in the pending claim" because they are not the 
claim. They were in the Specification (please see: Doc. Code 
SPEC; 08-12-2005; p. 3, item 0006) 

Also on page two, but in item l.A of his final rejection 
letter the Examiner refers to 35 U.S.C 101 and assumes 
".."active steps of manipulation" .. .comprise said alleged 
method/process..." and thus are "...required of method/process 
claims." The Examiner then writes "...such cited/argued steps 
are not tied to a machine/apparatus" in the last sentence of 
item l.B on p. 2 (Doc. Code CTFR; 02-23-2009). In that same 
document on p. 5., item 5 shows that 35 U.S.C. 101 separates 
"machine" and "composition of matter" from ""process" and 
manufacture." This suggests that the U.S. does not limit 
itself to patenting only processes and manufactures each 
conceptual part of which is tied to a specific material 
object instead of to numerous, currently available and to 
conceivably yet-to-be-discovered homologues. 

I believe that my patent application contains language the 
meaning of which could only be pried open coercively. And 
sales of subliminal-free recordings could not be expected to 
overlap completely with the current market. Instead, it more 
likely would be a large dollar value niche market. 

Finally, the USPTO's core function seems to be to promote 
technological ramification. If so, that goal might at first 
glance seem to be at odds with creating markets based on 
product purity. War, of course, does tend to spur 
technological growth. But what point that growth if only for 
more war, especially since wars can be lost? 

Thank you for your consideration of this appeal. I look 
forward to hearing from you about your decision. 



Sincerely, 




Timothy Raymond Cronin 
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1. Applicant's arguments filed 11/4/2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. The following is noted: 

A) In the response filed 11/04/2008 [e.g., the first paragraph on page 2; the first 3 lines 
on page 4; the sixth paragraph on page 4; the last paragraph on page 5; etc,...], 
applicant argues/suggests that his invention is directed to a "method" and/or "process". 
If this position is accurate, then the instant claim(s) should be drafted to positively forth 
the "active steps of manipulation" which comprise said alleged method/process - i.e., as 
is required of method/process claims. It is maintained that the "idea" of certifying that a 
recording is free of subliminal messages, in a verifiable manner, is not itself patentable 
[e.g., such an "idea" does not fall within one of the statutory classes of patentable 
inventions defined by section 101 (see paragraph 5 below)]. 

B) In lines 20-34 on page 4 of the arguments, applicant appears to set forth "steps" that 
he regards as comprising the process/method of his invention. It is noted, however, that 
that these cited/argued "steps" are not recited in the pending claim, and that such 
cited/argued steps are not tied to a machine/apparatus. 

C) In the third paragraph on page 2, applicant alleges that "subliminal messages are 
never undetectable" because, "by definition", they are detected "unconsciously" by the 
human observer. The examiner notes that in order to "verify" that a recording is free of 
subliminal messages, it would appear that one needs a method/device that is capable of 
"consciously'Vphysically detecting the presence of such subliminal messages in the 
program. To this point, it is noted that an alleged "subliminal audio message" might be 
added to the audio of a program at such a low volume as to make it undetectable by any 
"known" method/machine manner and yet still be arguably detectable, i.e., 
"unconsciously", by an observer. The instant disclosure, as filed, does not appear to 
appear to adequately describe/claim a method/process/device by which a program can 
be "certified" as being free of messages in such a "verifiable" way ( i.e., 
physicallyfconsciously"). 

D) It is noted that, as currently argued, "certification" appears to refer to the attachment 
of a "label" to a recording indicating that the recording is free of subliminal messages 
whereas "verification" appears to refer to some kind of paper trail that may be provided 
in support of this "certification". Even if true, such terminology does not define active 
steps of manipulation required of a method claim. 

E) The examiner notes that the "evidence" cited in appendices A-C of the response filed 
1 1/4/2008 were not considered because copies of the cited documents were not 
provided. 



2. The fact pattern set forth in lines 18-40 on page 6 of the response filed 1 1/4/2008 is not 
understood by the instant examiner. Specifically, it is not clear from the discussion as to: what 
papers were filed on what dates; as to which of these filed papers are currently of record and 
which these filed paper may not be of record; and as to what filing date applicant believes he is 
entitled. Clarification is needed/requested. 




Application/Control Number: 10/680,830 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2621 

3. The showing of Jandel (U.S. Patent #6,122,322): 

A) Jandel has been cited because it evidences that it was known to be desirable 
to protect an observer from subliminal messages present in video, still image, 
and audio media: 

"The protection of an observer from such messages is more difficult to achieve in 
modern types of communications, such as Internet and videotelephony, for 
instance. Subliminal messages can be hidden not only in a video sequence, but 
also in still images, or what the observer considers to be still images, and also 
audio sequences" [Note lines 32-37 of column 1]. 

B) In an attempt to provide an observer with such desired "protection", Jandel 
discloses a system that comprises: 

1) Circuitry for detecting a specific type of subliminal messaging in a 
received video sequence; and 

2) Generating and alarm warning the observer as to the detection of said 
specific type of subliminal messaging in the received video sequence. 

Here it is noted that the system's lack of detection of this specific type of 
subliminal messaging in the received video sequence, inherently "verifies" that 
the video sequence in free of said detectable type of subliminal messaging, 

C) The examiner notes that despite the fact that Jandel recognized the desire to 
protect the observer from various other forms of subliminal messages, e.g., such 
as subliminal messages in audio sequences (note part "A" of this paragraph), the 
invention disclosed by Jandel only detects/protects the observer from a specific 
type of message in video sequences. While not explicitly stated in Jandel , the 
examiner maintains that this is because subliminal messages are, by definition, 
messages that are intended to be undetectable (i.e., and the majority of 
subliminal messages are just that - undetectable). 
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4. The instant invention: 

As noted in part "C" of paragraph 1 above, it is maintained that most conventional 
forms of subliminal messaging are, by definition, undetectable. Given the 
undetectable nature of most forms of conventional forms of subliminal 
messaging, a question arises as to the meaning of the expression "certified 
verifiable subliminal free ... recordings" recited in the instant claim of the 
instant application. That is, if subliminal messages are undetectable, then how 
can the invention "certifyTverify" content to be free of subliminal messages - i.e., 
how can the invention certify/verify recorded media to be free of content that 
cannot be detected? The following is noted: 

A) The examiner maintains that it is unclear from the instant disclosure 
how and/or by what means/process the recited recording are "certified" to 
be "subliminal-free" in a way that is "verifiable"; 

B) To the extent that the invention is understood, as disclosed and 
explained (note the communication of 6/19/2008), it appears that the 
invention pertains to a method/process in which audio/visual recording 
are produced in a "secure production environment", thereby enabling the 
"manufacturer" of the recordings to "certify 1 (i.e., in some unspecified 
manner") that the recording, and copies thereof, are free of subliminal 
messages [note lines 1-7 of paragraph 0004 of the instant specification]. 
The disclosure/claim further suggest that this unspecified "certification" is 
somehow "verifiable", however, the instant disclosure fails to describe 
how such verification is accomplished and/or is possible; i.e., again given 
the fact that such messages are, by definition, undetectable; 

C) It is noted that, contrary to applicant's arguments submitted 
6/19/2008), the instant claim of the instant application fails to set forth a 
"method" of producing the recited recordings in that it fails to positively set 
forth "steps" for performing a method as required of a method claim. 
Claim 1 of cited U.S. Patent #6,122,322 to Jandel is hereby cited as being 
illustrative of the required format of a method claim; 

D) Additionally, given the above, it is the examiner's position that to the 
extent that it is understood, the disclosed/claim invention encompasses 
the notoriously well known process by which home users conventionally 
producedfmanufactured" home videos using conventional video cameras 
and home editing/dubbing units. Namely, conventional home videos, and 
copies produced therefrom, were conventionally produced in a "secure" 
home/user environment in which the user (i.e., the "manufacturer" of the 
home video and copies thereof) was able to certify/verify that the home 
video recordings and copies thereof, including video and audio recording 
content, were in fact free of subliminal messages. 
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5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 



6. The instant claim (hereafter "claim 1") is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The 
instant claim, as currently drafted, is directed to audio/visual "recordings" per se 
and, as such, fails to set forth a new and useful process, machine, manufacture, 
or composition of matter, as required under section 101. 
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7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 

8. Instant "claim 1" is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. The following is noted: 

As addressed above in paragraph 2 of this Office action, it is unclear from the 
instant disclosure: 

A) How and/or by what means/process the recited recordings are 
'certified' as subliminal-free (i.e., how and by what means/process is 
such "certification" performed/accomplished/determined?; and 

B) How and/or by what mean/process this recited certification is verified 
and/or "verifiable"? 

Clarification is required. 
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9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 



10. "Claim 1" is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 
Patent #5,526,125 to Mori et al. 

As is shown in Figure 1, Mori illustrates an audio/visual production system for 
producing/"manufacturing" (@ 1 ) audio/visual recordings and (@ 2) copies 
thereof in a "secure" user/home environment. As such, the user is implicitly 
capable of certifying/verifying that the master audio/visual recordings produced 
thereby (@1), and produced audio/visual recording copies thereof (@2), are free 
of subliminal messages. 
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11. An examination of this application reveals that applicant is unfamiliar with 
patent prosecution procedure. While an inventor may prosecute the application, 
lack of skill in this field usually acts as a liability in affording the maximum 
protection for the invention disclosed. Applicant is advised to secure the services 
of a registered patent attorney or agent to prosecute the application, since the 
value of a patent is largely dependent upon skilled preparation and prosecution. 
The Office cannot aid in selecting an attorney or agent. 

A listing of registered patent attorneys and agents is available on the 
USPTO Internet web site http://www.uspto.gov in the Site Index under "Attorney 
and Agent Roster." Applicants may also obtain a list of registered patent 
attorneys and agents located in their area by writing to the Mail Stop OED, 
Director of the U. S. Patent and Trademark Office, PO Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 
22313-1450 
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(a) Title of the Invention : See 37 CFR 1 .72(a) and MPEP § 606. The title of 
the invention should be placed at the top of the first page of the 
specification unless the title is provided in an application data sheet. The 
title of the invention should be brief but technically accurate and 
descriptive, preferably from two to seven words may not contain more 
than 500 characters. 

(b) Cross-References to Related Applications : See 37 CFR 1 .78 and MPEP 
§201.11. 

(c) Statement Regarding Federally Sponsored Research and Development : 
See MPEP §310. 

(d) The Names Of The Parties To A Joint Research Agreement : See 37 CFR 
1.71(g). 

(e) Incorporation-Bv-Reference Of Material Submitted On a Compact Disc: 
The specification is required to include an incorporation-by-reference of 
electronic documents that are to become part of the permanent United 
States Patent and Trademark Office records in the file of a patent 
application. See 37 CFR 1.52(e) and MPEP § 608.05. Computer 
program listings (37 CFR 1.96(c)), "Sequence Listings" (37 CFR 1.821(c)), 
and tables having more than 50 pages of text were permitted as electronic 
documents on compact discs beginning on September 8, 2000. 

(f) Background of the Invention : See MPEP § 608.01(c). The specification 
should set forth the Background of the Invention in two parts: 

(1 ) Field of the Invention : A statement of the field of art to which the 
invention pertains. This statement may include a paraphrasing of 
the applicable U.S. patent classification definitions of the subject 
matter of the claimed invention. This item may also be titled 
"Technical Field." 

(2) Description of the Related Art including information disclosed under 
37 CFR 1 .97 and 37 CFR 1 .98 : A description of the related art 
known to the applicant and including, if applicable, references to 
specific related art and problems involved in the prior art which are 
solved by the applicant's invention. This item may also be titled 
"Background Art." 



k 



Application/Control Number: 10/680,830 
Art Unit: 2621 



Page 1 0 



(9) Brief Summary of the Invention: Rap mpfp § fin« m{H) A brief summary 
or general statement of the invention as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .73. The 
summary is separate and distinct from the abstract and is directed toward 
the invention rather than the disclosure as a whole. The summary may 
point out the advantages of the invention or how it solves problems 
previously existent in the prior art (and preferably indicated in the 
Background of the Invention). In chemical cases it should point out in 
general terms the utility of the invention. If possible, the nature and gist of 
the invention or the inventive concept should be set forth. Objects of the 
invention should be treated briefly and only to the extent that they 
contribute to an understanding of the invention. 

(h) Brief Descri ption of the Several Views of the Drawinafsl : See MPEP § 
608.01 (f). A reference to and brief description of the drawing(s) as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .74. 



(') Detailed Description of the Invention : See MPEP § fioa ni{g) a 

description of the preferred embodiment(s) of the invention as required in 
37 CFR 1 .71 . The description should be as short and specific as is 
necessary to describe the invention adequately and accurately. Where 
elements or groups of elements, compounds, and processes, which are 
conventional and generally widely known in the field of the invention 
described and their exact nature or type is not necessary for an 
understanding and use of the invention by a person skilled in the art, they 
should not be described in detail. However, where particularly 
complicated subject matter is involved or where the elements, 
compounds, or processes may not be commonly or widely known in the 
field, the specification should refer to another patent or readily available 
publication which adequately describes the subject matter. 

(j) Claim or Claims : See 37 CFR 1 .75 and MPEP § 608.01 (m). The claim or 
claims must commence on separate sheet or electronic page (37 CFR 
1 .52(b)(3)). Where a claim sets forth a plurality of elements or steps, each 
element or step of the claim should be separated by a line indentation. 
There may be plural indentations to further segregate subcombinations or 
related steps. See 37 CFR 1 .75 and MPEP § 608.01 (i)-(p). 

(k) Abstract of the Disclosure : See MPEP § 608.01 (f). A brief narrative of the 
disclosure as a whole in a single paragraph of 150 words or less 
commencing on a separate sheet following the claims. In an international 
application which has entered the national stage (37 CFR 1 .491(b)), the 
applicant need not submit an abstract commencing on a separate sheet if 
an abstract was published with the international application under PCT 
Article 21 . The abstract that appears on the cover page of the pamphlet 
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published by the International Bureau (IB) of the World Intellectual 
Property Organization (WIPO) is the abstract that will be used by the 
USPTO. See MPEP § 1893.03(e). 

(I) Sequence Listing. See 37 CFR 1 .821 -1 .825 and MPEP §§ 2421 -2431 . 
The requirement for a sequence listing applies to all sequences disclosed 
in a given application, whether the sequences are claimed or not. See 
MPEP §2421 .02. 
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13. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to DAVID E. HARVEY whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-7345. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 
6:00AM to 3PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Ms. Marsha D. Banks-Harold, can be reached on (571) 272- 
7905. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/DAVID E HARVEY/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2621 

DAVID E HARVEY 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 
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DAVID E. HARVEY 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 



re: U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER : 10/680830 
FILING DATE: 07OCT03 

NAME OF APPLICANT: Timothy Raymond Cronin 
TITLE OF INVENTION: Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings. 



Dear Examiner Harvey: 

Thank you for examining my patent application. The Office 
Action Summary indicates that this action is non-final — 
Therefore I request reconsideration of my patent 
application. I've read the Office communication you've sent 
with the Office Action Summary, and below I will try to 
address the reasons you've given for rejection of my patent 
application's claim. 

Below I refer to the numbered items in your Office 
communication. Items 3/ 5, 7, 9, 10/ and 11 appear to be 
either informational or do not pose explicit rejection 
reasons. However regarding item 10 (f) (1): I used the USPTO 
publication A Guide to Filing a Utility Patent Application 
as a guide to writing my patent application. And on p. 5 
under "BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION" it states "This section 
may also include a paraphrasing of the... "Field of Invention." 

I wasn't sure which U.S. patent Classification Definition 
would apply to my invention, so didn't include that since it 
was optional. The Public Information Services "Information 
Contacts" October 2003 booklet which I have shows that Art Unit 
2621 is under Patent Technology Center: Image Analysis, Fax. 

Regarding item 10 (f) (2): I do not intend to amend my 
patent application, but please see Appendices A & B of this 
letter. 
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re: I, A): My patent application's method sidesteps a whole 
class of technical problems by making possible the 
availability of subliminal-free recordings to those who 
would like to purchase them. 

re: 1, B): Jandel 's patent isn't about subliminal-free 
copies of recordings/ but subliminal-contaminated or 
potentially subliminal-contaminated ones. And the detection 
of that contamination via an electronic sensor system. 
Jandel 's method wouldn't protect an observer of 
subliminal-contaminated recordings from exposure to 
subliminalS/ even if the alarm sounded. And Jandel not 
without reason seems implicitly to presuppose that all 
subliminally transmitted information would be harmful to an 
observer of that information, which might not be true in all 
cases. However protection may, also, refer to control of 
information an observer receives , which is the principal 
reason my patent application uses the concept "protection 
from. " 

re: 1/ C): Subliminals are never undetectable — Subliminals 
are b£ definition detectable by their human observers $ 
although unconsciously. And as such could conceivably be 
sorted from their host information/ perhaps by using sensors 
that were homologous to the sensory capabilities of human 
beings. Jandel 1 s approach to the problem of subliminal 
contaminated recordings seeks to identify the presence of 
subliminal content in video recordings. This method if 
brought to market could be attractive to individual 
consumers/ and to the recording industry for quality control 
checking. But unlike Jandel 1 s approach/ my patent application's 
claim involves a method of making completely subliminal-free 
copies available for sale to for example the mass market. 

re: 2, A): Certification is the record of verification. The 
American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language gives 
these definitions: "certify l.a. To confirm formally as 
true, accurate, or genuine; testify to or vouch for in 
writing, l.b. To guarantee as meeting a standard; attest." 
And "verify 1. To prove the truth of by presentation of 
evidence or testimony; substantiate. 2. To determine or test 
the truth or accuracy of/ as by comparison/ investigation/ 
or reference." (See Appendix A: especially Cora Daniels' 
and Scott Gottlieb's articles). 

re: 2/ A) & B) and 6 A) & B): The nature of the certification 
process is not part of my patent application's claim. Certi- 
fication is widely used in commerce everyday to allow 
transactions to proceed for matters great and mundane. For 
example, a store manager signs off on a certificate to 
verify that a vendor's representative came to the store and 
filled that vendor's product at a given time or on a 
certain day. Certification usually means that a paper trail 
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or its modern equivalent exists leading to someone 
responsible having signed off on the verity of something. 

Certification as it relates to my patent application's claim 
is part of a method to ensure preservation of the subliminal- 
free nature of the information on the copies being produced for 
sale. The absence of subliminals in the master recordings would 
be preserved in the copies made in such a way so as those copies 
were kept free of additional information. This absence would 
conceivably allow these copies if checked to be found to be 
free of subliminals. And consequently verif iablv so. 

However, the mass consumer would not be expected to be able 
to perform such checks / which would in effect be quality 
control checks. The mass consumer would be relying instead 
on the certification process and finally upon the reputation 
of the manufacturers. Otherwise who's guarding the guards. 
In other words, certifying that recordings are subliminal-free 
puts a stop to potentially endless checking and double 
checking, and ultimately destructive testing. In part by 
avoiding that pitfall, my patent application's method makes 
the sale of subliminal-free recordings possible. 

re: 2, D) & 6, B): While it may be impossible to absolutely 
verify the absence of something in someone else's work 
output, one can certify specific limits for a set of 
information that was originated by its owner (as you note 
Mori et al. implied was possible. The improvement to video 
editing equipment which Mori et al.'s invention seems largely 
to be directed to could be applied to home video recording 
environments as you've described). Either by the owner 
originating that information, or by that owner somehow 
knowing that the original information was subliminal-free. 

How an owner could verify as subliminal-free information 
which that owner did not originate, but wanted to put into 
masters is not part of my patent application's claim. And, 
more generally, how those masters came to be 
subliminal-free, also, is not part of my patent 
application's claim. But my patent application's claim uses 
verification as part of the method to obtain subliminal-free 
recordings for sale. 

re: 2, B): And self -or igination of content for master copies 
logically suggests that a verification step is possible. 
Owning information (e.g. music or images) implies knowing 
what that information is. The owner of information which is 
intended to be recorded for sale, by not adding subliminals 
to that information; is, thus, able to verify the absence of 
subliminals in that information. 

re: 2, C): In item # 0003 of my patent application's Specifi- 
cation, the "Brief Summary of the Invention 11 explains my 
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discovery. That is "Certified verifiably subliminal-free 

audio and video recordings ... of fered for sale " In brief/ 

that is the whole thing — That's the method. 

The possibility of some sensor systems not detecting some sub- 
liminals as you mention in 1C of Page 2 of your Office Action 
Summary is precisely the kind of problem the method put forth 
by my patent application's claim would if implemented circum- 
vent. Such implementation would free potential customers from 
doubt about the complete content of recordings which were 
offered for sale and which were so certified. This, since 
they would be verifiably certified as being subliminal-free. 

In item #0006 of that same Specification, in the "Detailed 
Description of the invention" I express steps (although I 
didn't number them) which "I perceive ... [would be] the best 
method for my invention to be implemented by the recording 
industry" to allow for certification that the recordings 
were subliminal-free. Those steps numbered below for the 
first time are not the invention nor are they the discovery 
of my patent application's claim. But they are inherent to 
it. 

And they are a subset of possible implementation methods/ 
and they are not exclusive of other means of implementing 
verification, certification/ and getting the specified 
products to market in their intended form. Those steps 
leading to non-falsified certification (from item #0006) are: 

1) "...verify the exact content of information which it [the 
recording industry] intends to make copies of." 

2) "...protect that information so that no additions can be 
made to it." 

3) "...securely control the production of recorded copies of 
that information: and to do so in a way that allows 
manufacturers of those recordings to certify that each copy 
would be verifiably free of any information which is not 
overtly and clearly specified as being part of the contents 
of each copy. " 

re: 4: My patent application's claim/ which you refer to on 
Page 4 as "claim 1/" is essentially about a manufacturing 
process improvement which will result in superior product 
quality, which improvement cannot be stolen. 

• 

The interests of the consumer/ and the trade (including 
manufacturing and sales) which is based on those interests/ 
and the protection of intellectual property rights may all 
be advanced by commercial sales of certified verifiably 
subliminal-free recordings. No one has ever pursued this 
approach as far as I can tell. A list of references in 
Appendices A & B (see) are I believe examples which show 
that. Industry and even governmental focus apparently has 
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not contemplated and is not contemplating my discovery's 
method. Nor the potential benefits of certified verifiably 
subliminal-free products on the recording industry. What 
has apparently exclusively been proposed, instead/ regarding 
the issue of theft of intellectual property has been political 
fixes or technological fixes, alone or in combination. And 
wherein which the technological fixes have not seemed to 
envision the concept of incorporating product purity which 
was intrinsically irreproducible . To make certified 
verifiably subliminal-free copies, intellectual property 
thieves would have to identify themselves as thieves via the 
certification process to establish that their subliminal-free 
reproductions of the stolen information was truly 
subliminal- free . 

Methods of securing the product during its manufacture and 
transport, and while it was being warehoused, and at points 
where it would be offered for sale, as well as quality 
control methodology are not the subjects of my patent 
application's claim. But such methods do exist such as 
Kodak's Traceless technology and technologies alluded to in 
a speech by Scott Gottlieb (see Appendix A). 

My discovery which I hope to get patented would likely have 
been employed by now if it had been invented earlier. The 
recording industry's market conditions due to piracy and 
other forms of theft would, I believe, have driven its use. 
As would the vast size of the recording industry's market 
which would have legitimated its use even if only niche 
market sales were contemplated. Please see Appendix C for 
some examples of this. 

■ * 

re: 4 & 8: "Certified verifiably subliminal-free audio and 
video recordings . .of fered for sale..." may seem too obvious 
— But I've never seen or heard of such products for sale. 
Nor is it an attempt to create a so-called "troll. 11 My 
discovery is directed to getting subliminal-free recordings 
to consumers who may wish to buy them and is a composition 
of ancient concepts which is new to the recording industry. 
And which comprises a method which if implemented by the 
recording industry would improve that industry's products 
for its own betterment and that of its customers. 

Once implemented, my discovery's method would not impugn the 
content purity of recordings marketed without its 
implementation. But the superior product quality which 
cannot be stolen which if generated by the implementation of 
my discovery's method would obviate the need for political, 
legal, and other technical intellectual property protections 
at least within its intended markets. Large markets which 
could be expected to grow due to advertising, product 
familiarity, and word-of -mouth. 
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And since the recording industry markets are so huge (total 
CD sales in the U.S. may be in the $400 - $600 million/year 
range) certified verifiably subliminal-free recordings could 
account for substantial product movement, and of new 
industry which provides that product. 

Not everything that can be verified as being subliminal-free 
will be subsequently certified as such. And even if certified 
as being verifiably subliminal-free will be offered for 
sale to the general public: there probably are manufacturers 
of recordings to which the certification trail would be 
anathema. So I believe Mori et al., does not anticipate my 
discovery since it implicitly anticipates only a subset of 
parts of the method which make up my patent application's 
claim. And which alone, though well known, are not the 
composition of concepts. which together form a method new to 
the recording industry — One method which if implemented 
could defeat piracy in its intended market niche. 

Examiner Harvey, there is one final issue which I ask you to 
consider: the shown filing date for my patent application on 
the cover sheet for the Office communication which you 
mailed to me in October 2008 might be wrong. In the summer 
of 2005, in response to a "Notice To File Missing Parts..." 
letter from the USPTO, I sent a revised Specification which 
included an expanded Abstract of the Disclosure. Would that 
submission change my original patent application date? 

Please note that in October 2006 I responded timely to the 
Decision on Petition by the Office of Petitions (mailed to 
me October 18, 2006). In that response I asked for 
reconsideration of that decision. But only much later did I 
receive any communication from the USPTO. And that communica- 
tion was a note attached to a refund check which stated "Due 
To Original Application Was Found." I took that. to mean that 
my patent application of 10/07/2003 was found. I now realize 
that that may not have been a confirmation of my patent 
application's original filing date which is 10/07/2003: 
something I thought I had adequately proven to the USPTO 
with my communications to the USPTO which included a bank . 
certified copy of the check used for the original filing 
fee, a copy of the post card sent in my original patent 
application, and a copy of the USPS "Express Mail" mailing 
label . 

Thank you for your consideration of these requests. 



Sincerely, 




Timothy Raymond Cronin 
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Appendix A 



Cora Daniels / "Kodak's Magic Marker," Fast Company , 
October 2008, pp. 70-72. 

"Kodak's Traceless technology addresses a problem that 
globalization is only going to make worse. "We're not 
going back to the days of one-room factories that 
companies can keep complete control over," says Ben 
Jones, a director of the Global Secure Summit, an annual 
brand-protection event." (p. 70, col. 3) 

Adam L. Penenberg, "Search and Cp-Opt: PodZinger has a way 
out of the Web-video conundrum: Make piracy pay." Fast 
Company , May 2007, pp. 53-55. 

"...PodZinger could force each and every YouTuber to 
watch a short commercial if they want to see the clip 
they asked for..." (p. 54, col. 2). 

Don Jeffrey Bloomberg, "Warner Music, YouTube cut 

music-video deal," USA Today , 19 September 2006, p.3B, 
cols. 1-4. 

"...will use a content-identification and 
royalty-reporting system. . . " (col . 3 ) . 

Scott Gottlieb, "Ensuring the Safety of America's Drug 
Supply: Stopping Counterfeit Drugs," vital Speeches of 
the Day , 72 (October 15, 2005), 16-19. 

"...replacing the paperwork that now certifies the 
integrity of a pill with an electronic track and trace 
system that cannot be easily forged or forgotten. .There ' s 
been considerable progress made in developing and deploying 
these sorts of technological tools .. .paper pedigrees .. .would 
not provide the same kinds of protections to electronic 
pedigrees, which would." (p. 17, col.l) 

John R. Quain, "Putting A Lock On CDs: New antipiracy 
software affects listening options," U.S.News & World 
Report , 1 August 2005, p. 66. 

"...the idea is not to absolutely stop all copying — an 
impossible goal — but to create a "speed bump" that 
discourages people from making copies ... .Those speed 
bumps may prove to be a stop sign for one important 
group: the owners of more than 20 million iPods, which 
are incompatible with the antipiracy software. Already 
in love with just buying single songs at iTunes, they'll 
have one more reason to tune out CDs." (p. 66, col. 3) 
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Appendix B 



Jeff Zucker, "Intellectual Property Protection as the 
Cornerstone of Economic Growth/" Vital Speeches of the 
Day , 73, No. 12 (December 2007 ), 527-530 . 

"dangerous drift toward .commerce hopelessly polluted 
by counterfeit and pirated goods" (p. 527/ col. 2) 

Ed Treleven, "Cracking Down on Music Theft: Recording 

industry gets very aggressive," Wisconsin State Journal / 
4 February 2007/ pp. Al & A4-A5. 

"The rate of growth in music file sharing is nothing 
like what it was three or four years ago/" Garland said... 
The number of illegally downloaded music files. . .continues 
to far outstrip the number of legally purchased downloads 
from services like Apple's iTunes." (p.A5, col. 4) 

■ 

"...Eric Garland, CEO of Big Champagne/ a Beverly Hills 
Calif./ Nielson partner that tracks online media." p.A5/ 
col. 3) 

David H. Freedman, "Relax. Let your guard down: Why 
patents, trademarks, and other intellectual property 
protections are bad — - that's right/ bad — for 
business," Inc. Magazine / August 2006/ pp. 109-111. 

"...of course, there are some situations in which IP 
aggressiveness may be reasonable and even essential...." 
Perhaps the blockbuster movie business, where piracy 
makes it more difficult to recoup the $150 million or so 
needed to go into the black on big-budget films." 
(p. 111/ cols.l & 2) 

Ted C. Fishman, "America's Most Innovative Industries are 
being Robbed Every Day on the Floors of Chinese Factories: 
Here's How to Make It Stop," Inc. Magazine / June 2006, 
pp. 99-102. 

"A new regime that certified imported goods as "IP 
Compliant," and restricted goods that were not 
compliant, would have dramatic effects." (p. 102, col. 2) 

Richard D. Parsons, "Driving Success in the Digital Age: 
Technology and Globalization," Vital Speeches of the Day , 
72, No. 6 (January 1, 2006), 174-177. 

"...copies can be made perfectly ... rendered 
perfectly..." (p. 176, col. 2) 
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Rob Simmons, ""Gung Ho": United States Relationship with 
China , " Vital Speeches of the Day , 72 (December 1, 2005), 
126-128. 

"How do we deal with counterfeit products and 
intellectual property rights?" (p. 127, col. 2) 

"...I think we are dedicated to the idea of working 
together." (p. 128, col. 2) 

Ronald Berenbeim, "Present at the Creation: Inventing 

Business Ethics," Vital Speeches of the Day , 72 (October 
15, 2005), 22-24. 

"...You will agree that ... [globalization ] is unlikely to 
achieve its full promise without the harmonization of 
laws and regulations with respect to many aspects of 
business practice..." (p. 23, col.l) 
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Ellen McGirt/ "myspace, the sequel!/" Fast Company , 
September 2008/ pp. 92-1 02. 

"...digital downloads accounted for only 10% of music 
sold last year* according to In-Stat..." (p. 102/ col.l) 

David LeGesse, "Blu-Ray Wins a Battle in the High-Def 

War," U.S. News & World Report / July 2/July 9/ 2007/ p. 56. 

"The DVD is a profit engine with yearly sales of more 
than $16 billion, but it's beginning to sputter; growth 
has fallen to the low single digits from double digits a 
few years ago." (p. 32/ col. 2) 

Bob Wright, "A Time of Reckoning/" vital Speeches of the 
Day / 72 (November 2006), 723-727. 

"Motion picture piracy results in total lost output among 
all U.S. industries of $20. 5 billion annually . " (p. 724, 
col. 2) 

With liana Ozernoy and the Associated Press, "Memoirs of a 
Controversy," U.S.News & World Report / 13 February 2006, 
p. 19. 

"...pirated DVDs already are on the streets of China's 
cities for 20 yuan/ or $2.50." 

Betsy Streisand, "Video On The GO/" U.S.News & World 
Report / 20 February 2006/ pp. 50-52. 

"...[television show] DVD... sales could plummet if 
viewers decide to download episodes instead. Moreover, 
providers .. .have to share a part of the download fee with 
the deliverer .. .With DVDs, the bulk of the profit goes 
straight to the studio." (p. 52/ col.l) . 

Richard J. Newman/ "The Rise of a New Power: A Communist 
Economic Juggernaut Emerges to Challenge the West/" 
U.S.News & World Report / 20 June 2005/ pp. 40-51. 

"...stealing of intellectual property is a problem 
that's getting worse, not better, according to a recent 
report by the American Chamber of Commerce in Shanghai..." 
(p. 47, col. 3) 
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Application/Control Number: 10/680,830 
Art Unit: 2621 

1. The showin g of Jandel (U.S. Patent #6.122.322): 

A) Jandel has been cited because it evidences that it was known to be 
desirable to protect an observer from subliminal messages present in 
video, still image, and audio media: 

"The protection of an observer from such messages is more difficult to 
achieve in modem types of communications, such as Internet and 
videotelephony, for instance. Subliminal messages can be hidden not only 
in a video sequence, but also in still images, or what the observer 
considers to be still images, and also audio sequences" [Note lines 32-37 of 
column 1]. 

B) In an attempt to provide an observer with such desired "protection", 
Jandel discloses a system that comprises: 

1) Circuitry for detecting a specific type of subliminal messaging in 
a received video sequence; and 

2) Generating and alarm warning the observer as to the detection 
of said specific type of subliminal messaging in the received video 
sequence. 

Here it is noted that the system's lack of detection of this specific type of 
subliminal messaging in the received video sequence, inherently 
"verifies" that the video sequence in free of said detectable type of 
subliminal messaging. 

C) The examiner notes that despite the fact that Jandel recognized the 
desire to protect the observer from various other forms of subliminal 
messages, e.g., such as subliminal messages in audio sequences (note 
part "A" of this paragraph), the invention disclosed by Jandel only 
detects/protects the observer from a specific type of message in video 
sequences. While not explicitly stated in Jandel . the examiner maintains 
that this is because subliminal messages are, by definition, messages 
that are intended to be undetectable (i.e., and the majority of subliminal 
messages are just that - undetectable). 
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Art Unit: 2621 

2. The instant invention: 

As noted in part "C" of paragraph 1 above, it is maintained that most 
conventional forms of subliminal messaging are, by definition, 
undetectable. Given the undetectable nature of most forms of 
conventional forms of subliminal messaging, a question arises as to the 
meaning of the expression ' certified verifiable subliminal free ... 
recordings" recited in the instant claim of the instant application. That is, 
if subliminal messages are undetectable, then how can the invention 
"certifyTverify" content to be free of subliminal messages - i.e., how can 
the invention certify/verify recorded media to be free of content that 
cannot be detected? The following is noted: 

A) The examiner maintains that it is unclear from the instant 
disclosure how and/or by what means/process the recited 
recording are "certified" to be "subliminal-free" in a way that is 
"verifiable"; 

B) To the extent that the invention is understood, as disclosed 
and explained (note the communication of 6/19/2008), it appears 
that the invention pertains to a method/process in which 
audio/visual recording are produced in a "secure production 
environment", thereby enabling the "manufacturer" of the 
recordings to "certify* (i.e., in some unspecified manner") that the 
recording, and copies thereof, are free of subliminal messages 
[note lines 1-7 of paragraph 0004 of the instant specification]. The 
disclosure/claim further suggest that this unspecified "certification" 
is somehow "verifiable", however, the instant disclosure fails to 
describe how such verification is accomplished and/or is possible; 
i.e., again given the fact that such messages are, by definition, 
undetectable; 

C) It is noted that, contrary to applicant's arguments submitted 
6/19/2008), the instant claim of the instant application fails to set 
forth a "method" of producing the recited recordings in that it fails 
to positively set forth "steps" for performing a method as required 
of a method claim. Claim 1 of cited U.S. Patent #6,122,322 to 
Jandel is hereby cited as being illustrative of the required format of 
a method claim; 

D) Additionally, given the above, it is the examiner's position that 
to the extent that it is understood, the disclosed/claim invention 
encompasses the notoriously well known process by which home 
users conventionally producedAnanufactured" home videos using 
conventional video cameras and home editing/dubbing units. 
Namely, conventional home videos, and copies produced 
therefrom, were conventionally produced in a "secure" home/user 
environment in which the user (i.e., the "manufacturer" of the 
home video and copies thereof) was able to certify/verify that the 
home video recordings and copies thereof, including video and 
audio recording content, were in fact free of subliminal messages. 
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3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a 
patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 



4. The instant claim (hereafter "claim 1") is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
The instant claim, as currently drafted, is directed to audio/visual 
"recordings" per se and, as such, fails to set forth a new and useful 
process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, as required 
under section 101. 
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5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner 
and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to 
enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated 
by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Instant "claim 1" is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way 
as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is 
most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. The following is 
noted: 

As addressed above in paragraph 2 of this Office action, it is unclear from 
the instant disclosure: 

A) How and/or by what means/process the recited recordings are 
"certified 1 as subliminal-free (i.e., how and by what 
means/process is such "certification" 
performed/accomplished/determined?; and 

B) How and/or by what mean/process this recited certification is 
verified and/or "verifiable"? 

Clarification is required. 
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7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 



8. "Claim 1" is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US Patent #5,526,125 to Mori et al. 

As is shown in Figure 1, Mori illustrates an audio/visual production system 
for producing/"manufacturing" (@ 1) audio/visual recordings and (@ 2) 
copies thereof in a "secure" user/home environment. As such, the user is 
implicitly capable of certifying/verifying that the master audio/visual 
recordings produced thereby (@1), and produced audio/visual recording 
copies thereof (@2), are free of subliminal messages. 
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9. An examination of this application reveals that applicant is unfamiliar 
with patent prosecution procedure. While an inventor may prosecute the 
application, lack of skill in this field usually acts as a liability in affording 
the maximum protection for the invention disclosed. Applicant is advised 
to secure the services of a registered patent attorney or agent to prosecute 
the application, since the value of a patent is largely dependent upon 
skilled preparation and prosecution. The Office cannot aid in selecting an 
attorney or agent. 

A listing of registered patent attorneys and agents is available on the 
USPTO Internet web site http://www.uspto.gov in the Site Index under 
"Attorney and Agent Roster." Applicants may also obtain a list of 
registered patent attorneys and agents located in their area by writing to 
the Mail Stop OED, Director of the U. S. Patent and Trademark Office, PO 
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
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(a) Title of the Invention : See 37 CFR 1 .72(a) and MPEP § 606. The 
title of the invention should be placed at the top of the first page of 
the specification unless the title is provided in an application data 
sheet. The title of the invention should be brief but technically 
accurate and descriptive, preferably from two to seven words may 
not contain more than 500 characters. 

(b) Cross-References to Related Applications : See 37 CFR 1 .78 and 
MPEP §201.11. 

(c) Statement Regarding Federally Sponsored Research and 
Development : See MPEP § 310. 

(d) The Names Of The Parties To A Joint Research Agreement : See 
37 CFR 1.71(g). 

(e) Incorporation-Bv-Reference Of Material Submitted On a Compact 
Disc: The specification is required to include an incorporation-by- 
reference of electronic documents that are to become part of the 
permanent United States Patent and Trademark Office records in 
the file of a patent application. See 37 CFR 1 .52(e) and MPEP § 
608.05. Computer program listings (37 CFR 1.96(c)), "Sequence 
Listings" (37 CFR 1.821(c)), and tables having more than 50 pages 
of text were permitted as electronic documents on compact discs 
beginning on September 8, 2000. 

(f) Background of the Invention : See MPEP § 608.01(c). The 
specification should set forth the Background of the Invention in two 
parts: 

(1 ) Field of the Invention : A statement of the field of art to which 
the invention pertains. This statement may include a 
paraphrasing of the applicable U.S. patent classification 
definitions of the subject matter of the claimed invention. 
This item may also be titled "Technical Field." 

(2) Description of the Related Art including information disclosed 
under 37 CFR 1 .97 and 37 CFR 1 .98 : A description of the 
related art known to the applicant and including, if 
applicable, references to specific related art and problems 
involved in the prior art which are solved by the applicant's 
invention. This item may also be titled "Background Art." 
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(g) Brief Summary of the Invention : See MPEP § 608.01 (d). A brief 
summary or general statement of the invention as set forth in 37 
CFR 1 .73. The summary is separate and distinct from the abstract 
and is directed toward the invention rather than the disclosure as a 
whole. The summary may point out the advantages of the 
invention or how it solves problems previously existent in the prior 
art (and preferably indicated in the Background of the Invention). In 
chemical cases it should point out in general terms the utility of the 
invention. If possible, the nature and gist of the invention or the 
inventive concept should be set forth. Objects of the invention 
should be treated briefly and only to the extent that they contribute 
to an understanding of the invention. 

(h) Brief Description of the Several Views of the Drawinq(s) : See 
MPEP § 608.01 (f). A reference to and brief description of the 
drawing(s) as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .74. 

(i) Detailed Description of the Invention : See MPEP § 608.01 (g). A 
description of the preferred embodiment(s) of the invention as 
required in 37 CFR 1 .71 . The description should be as short and 
specific as is necessary to describe the invention adequately and 
accurately. Where elements or groups of elements, compounds, 
and processes, which are conventional and generally widely known 
in the field of the invention described and their exact nature or type 
is not necessary for an understanding and use of the invention by a 
person skilled in the art, they should not be described in detail. 
However, where particularly complicated subject matter is involved 
or where the elements, compounds, or processes may not be 
commonly or widely known in the field, the specification should 
refer to another patent or readily available publication which 
adequately describes the subject matter. 

(j) Claim or Claims : See 37 CFR 1 .75 and MPEP § 608.01 (m). The 
claim or claims must commence on separate sheet or electronic 
page (37 CFR 1 .52(b)(3)). Where a claim sets forth a plurality of 
elements or steps, each element or step of the claim should be 
separated by a line indentation. There may be plural indentations 
to further segregate subcombinations or related steps. See 37 
CFR 1.75 and MPEP § 608.01 (i)-(p). 

(k) Abstract of the Disclosure : See MPEP § 608.01 (f). A brief narrative 
of the disclosure as a whole in a single paragraph of 1 50 words or 
less commencing on a separate sheet following the claims. In an 
international application which has entered the national stage (37 
CFR 1.491(b)), the applicant need not submit an abstract 
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commencing on a separate sheet if an abstract was published with 
the international application under PCT Article 21 . The abstract 
that appears on the cover page of the pamphlet published by the 
International Bureau (IB) of the World Intellectual Property 
Organization (WIPO) is the abstract that will be used by the 
USPTO. See MPEP § 1893.03(e). 

(I) Sequence Listing, See 37 CFR 1 .821 -1 .825 and MPEP §§ 2421 - 
2431 . The requirement for a sequence listing applies to all 
sequences disclosed in a given application, whether the sequences 
are claimed or not. See MPEP § 2421 .02. 
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11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to DAVID E. 
HARVEY whose telephone number is (571) 272-7345. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F from 7 AM to 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John Miller, can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/DAVID E HARVEY/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



DAVID E HARVEY 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 
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P.O. Box 291 
Portage, WI 53901 
June 14/ 2008 



Mail Stop Petition 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



re: U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER: 10/680830 
FILING DATE: 07OCT03 

NAME OF APPLICANT: Timothy Raymond Cronin 
TITLE OF INVENTION: Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings. 



Dear Sirs: 

Please vet my patent application: I still hope to be issued 
a patent with regard to that application. The last time I 
heard from the USPTO was on 21JUN07 when I received a refund 
check. See attached copy of NOTICE TO CHECK RECIPIENT. That 
NOTICE contained the hopeful note "ORIGINAL APPLICATION WAS 
FOUND. " 

I wrote a letter to the USPTO dated September 5, 2005 (I put 
the wrong filing date on that letter, but I contacted the 
USPTO later to correct that mistake). And In that letter, 
dated September 5/ 2005/ I asked the USPTO to fix problems 
which had arisen in the processing of my utility patent 
application. 

When I wrote that letter I did not realize multi-year 
processing times were common. Consequently in that letter I 
requested recompense because of delays which I thought were 
unusual. Specifically I asked for the issuance fee to be 
waived if possible. But if that request will delay processing 
of my application, then please disregard that request. My 
goal for my application remains to obtain a patent as soon 
as possible. 

Finally, toward the end of that letter, dated 05SEP05, (on 
page three) I used the figure of speech "idea which I'm trying 
to get patented." And on page four "patent granted for my idea." 

Idea can mean "method." But using method alone seemed to 
require subsequent explanation. Essentially a reiteration 
verbatim of the BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION from my 
application^ Specification. Doing so would have been 



2 



distracting, and would have made that letter verbose, 
I paused when writing the word idea (on p. 3) the first 
time, and tried to think of alternatives. For example "the 
thing which... patented" seemed to imply more a physical 
object than a method. And "that which I'm trying to get 
patented" seemed too vague. So since one obviously cannot 
patent an idea, my use of "idea" seemed self-evidently to be 
a safe figure of speech to use to keep the letter readable. 

Then too, that figure of speech seemed to ring true on a 
level resonating with the concept of intellectual property. 
A sort of valid allegory since the essence of any invention 
is its information content innate for instance to a particular 
design. And information conceptually is relational. That is 
(again only for example) a design has meaning only in 
relation to a culture and; consequently, to one or more 
parts of that culture's inherent technologies. 

I hope that this letter clears up the issues of recompense 
and my use of "idea" which may have been raised by my letter 
to the USPTO dated 05SEP05. And which might be impeding the 
processing of my patent application. Thank you for 
considering this matter. 



Sincerely, 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
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P.O. Box 291 
Portage, WI 53901 
October 26, 2006 



Mail Stop Petition 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



re: U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER: 10/680830 
FILING DATE: 07OCT03 

NAME OF APPLICANT: Timothy Raymond Cronin 

TITLE OF INVENTION: Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings. 

Dear Sirs: 

I've enclosed an unsigned copy of my final draft of my original 
and only utility patent application. And I've enclosed a copy 
of the United States Postal Service (USPS) EXPRESS MAIL Post 
Office To Addressee (EXPRESS MAIL) Customer Copy from my mailing 
of that utility patent application, and a copy of the USPS sales 
slip showing the EXPRESS MAIL date on which I sent my utility 
patent application. Also, I've enclosed a copy of my post card 
which the USPTO sent back to me with the USPTO sticker on it. 
All of this, in response to DECISION ON PETITION (which was 
signed by Nancy Johnson, Senior Petitions Attorney/ Office of 
Petitions) a copy of which was mailed to me on October 18, 2006. 
And which I received on 230CT06. 

When I made a copy of my original utility patent application 
for myself just before I sent that application to the USPTO 
it printed out a little crooked. Also, on that application I 
typed the EXPRESS MAIL number underneath the words "Express 
Mail" at the bottom of my Utility Patent Application 
Transmittal Letter. I later typed that EXPRESS MAIL number 
onto my copy for reference, but off to the lower right of 
that Transmittal Letter. I did not sign that copy. I only 
signed the application which I sent to the USPTO (on the 
Declaration page). So the copy I've enclosed is an unsigned 
copy with the exceptions noted above of my original and only 
utility patent application. And it is not a new application. 
I certify, however, that with the exceptions noted above it 
is a true copy of my utility patent application. 

And I certify that the enclosed photocopies of the postcard 
with the USPTO sticker on it (the postcard receipt returned 




to me by the USPTO) and the USPS receipt and the EXPRESS MAIL 
Customer Copy are true copies of the originals. 

Please note that in 2005 I had to add missing parts (ABSTRACT 
OF THE DISCLOSURE and DECLARATION) to my utility patent 
application. Also, four letters sent to my by the USPTO/ two 
in late 2005 and two in 2006, had the correct application 
number and filing date on them. I*ve enclosed true copies of 
those four letters 1 first pages. And, on 5/13/06 the USPTO 
web site (at the bottom of the page was: 

http : //porta 1 . uspto . gov/external/por tal/ ! ut/p/_s . 7_0_A/7_0_ 
CH/.cmd/ad/.ar/sa.getBib/.c/e^O^e 1 . . . 5/13/06) gave the ~ 
Filing Date: 10-07-2003 for Application Number: 10/680/830 
with me as the First Named Inventor. So I don't know what 
happened since then to evidence at the USPTO of my 2003 
utility patent application. 

Thank you for your consideration of this proof of 
entitlement to a filing date of October 7, 2003. 



Sincerely, 




Timothy Raymond Cronin 
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Utility Patent Application Transmittal Letter 



Actual types of papers being filed: 

Transmittal .Letter , *ar fhe 

Fee Transmittal Information Page (with check for the 

amount of Appropriate Fee) 
Specification 
Declaration 



Applicant's name: 

Timothy Raymond Cronin 



Type of application: 

nonprovisional utility patent 



Title of the invention: 



Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings 



Contents of the application: 

Transmittal Letter (one page) 

Fee Transmittal Information Page (one PW/ . 
Specification (five pages; including one Claim page) 
Declaration (one page) 



Accompanying enclosure: 

personal check for filing fee 



DSPS "Express Mail" mailing label number: ER 13 34H53 1 us 



Fee Transmittal Information Page 



re: single claim nonprovisional utility patent appiicati 

note: Applicant claims small entity status. 

Fee Code: 1001/2001 
37 CFR: 1.16(a) 

Basic filing fee - Utility (Small Entity): $385.00 
Method of Payment: check 
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INTRODUCTION 

Applicant name: Timothy Raymond Cronin 
Citizenship of applicant: United States of America 
Residence of applicant: Columbia County/ Wisconsin/ USA 
Title of Invention: Certified Protection From 

Subliminal Content For Recordings 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLICATIONS 
Not Applicable 

STATEMENT REGARDING FEDERALLY SPONSORED RESEARCH OR 
DEVELOPMENT 

Not Applicable 

REFERENCE TO SEQUENCE LISTING/ A TABLE/ OR A COMPUTER 
PROGRAM LISTING COMPACT DISK APPENDIX 

Not Applicable 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

0001) The sales of audio and video recordings have 
been declining due to theft of the information contained in 
those recordings. Theft which was enabled by widespread use 
of new technologies. My invention ainfs to increase the sales 
of audio and video recordings by adding a value to those 
recordings which cannot be easily copied 

0002) I am not aware of a prior art of this type in 

1 



Specification (contd.) 
the recording industry. Other sellers of consumer products , 

* 

such as foods / soaps, and pharmaceuticals, have long used 
relative better purity as a selling point for their products. 

BRIEF SUMMARY OP THE INVENTION 

0003) Certified verifiably subliminal-free audio and 

video recordings. That is, recordings offered for sale which 

■ , . » 

are certified to contain only that information vhich is not 

meant to pass unnoticed into the subconscious of a person or 

of persons listening to or viewing the recording. By offering 

such certified recordings for sale, the recording industry 

might increase sales of their products. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL VIEWS OF THE DRAWING 
Not Applicable 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 

0004) Production of audio, or audio and video, or video 
recordings in a secure production environment and using 
verified subliminal-free master recordings in such a way as 
to make it possible for the manufacturer of copies of a 
recording or recordings to be able to* certify that the 
recording or recordings so produced will be verifiably free 
of so-called subllminals. That is, free of information 
included in the recording or recordings which is not meant 

2 



Specification (contd.) 



to be consciously perceptible by the average person who 
might listen to, listen to and view, or view the recording 
or recordings. 

0005) This invention differs from other attempts to 
reduce theft of the intellectual property content of 
recordings. It does not do this by adding information in 
either the form of security features or extra-value content 
to copies of recordings. Nor does it do so by reducing the 
price of the recordings. But by certifying that copies 1 
content is verifiably free of a specific class of information, 
inherent theft-resistant value is added to each copy. 

0006) I perceive that the best method for my invention 
to be implemented by the recording industry would be for 
that industry to verify the exact content of information 
which it intends to make copies of. To protect that 
information so that no additions can be made to it. Then to 
securely control the production of recorded copies of that 
information: and to do so in a way that allows manufacturers 
of those recordings to certify that each copy would be 
verifiably free of any" information which is not overtly and 
clearly specified as being part of the contents of each 
copy. 



Specification (contd.) 



CLAIM 



0007) What I claim as my invention is: 



Certified verifiable subliminal-free 

audio recordings/ 

recordings containing both audio and video content/ 
and visual recordings. 
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Specification (contd.) 

i 

ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE 

Not Applicable 

DRAWINGS 

Not Applicable 



Declaration 



re: This nonprovisional utility patent application 



Name of Inventor: 

Timothy Raymond Cronin 

(sole inventor of the invention claimed) 



Inventor's Country of Citizenship: 
United States of America 



Inventor's City and State of Residence: 
lives near Portage , Wisconsin 



Inventor's Mailing (and Correspondence) Address: 

P.O. Box 291 
Portage, WI 53901 



Signature of actual Inventor: 
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United States Patent and TKademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
AMrax COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



RO Box 1490 

WWW.dJtfD.gpV 



FIUNO OR 371(c) DATE 



FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | 



ATTY. DOCKET NO. 



10/680,830 




Timothy Raymond Cronin 



CONFIRMATION NO. 5367 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, Wl 53901 



H111DI1DD111111ID11H1 



•OC0O0000018580500* 



Title: Certified protection from subliminal content for recordings 



Publication No. US-2006-0083117-A1 
Publication Date: 04/20/2006 



NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF APPLICATION 



The above-identified application will be electronically published as a patent application publication 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .21 1 , et seq. The patent application publication number and publication date are 
set forth above. 

* 

The publication may be accessed through the USPTO's publicafly available Searchable Databases via 
the Internet at www.uspto.gov. The direct link to access the publication is currently 
http ://www. uspto . gov/patft/. 

TTie publication process established by the Office does not provide for mailing a copy of the publication 
to applicant. A copy of the publication may be obtained from the Office upon payment of the appropriate 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .19(a)(1). Orders for copies of patent application publications are handled by 
the USPTO's Office of Public Records. The Office of Public Records can be reached by telephone at 
(703) 308-9726 or (800) 972-6382, by facsimile at (703) 305-8759, by mail addressed to the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office, Office of Public Records, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 or via the 
Internet. 

In addition, information on the status of the application, including the mailing date of Office actions and 
the dates of receipt of correspondence filed in the Office, may also be accessed via the Internet through 
the Patent Electronic Business Center at www.uspto.gov using the public side of the Patent Application 
Information and Retrieval (PAIR) system. The direct link to access this status information is currently 
http://pair.uspto.gov/. Prior to publication, such status information is confidential and may only be < 
obtained by applicant using the private side of PAIR. 

Further assistance in electronically accessing the publication, or about PAIR, is available by calling the 
Patent Electronic Business Center at 703-305-3028. 



fire-Grant Publication Division, 703-605-4283 
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United States FKtent and Trademark Offige 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 

: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1490 

Aknodria.Vbpna 723IJ-M50 

QIJ)CD£0V 



[ 



APPL NO. 



FILING OR 371 
(c) DATE 



ART UNIT I HIFEEREC'D 



ATTY. DOCKET NO 



DRAWINGS TOT CLMS 



IND CLMS 



10/680,830 10/07/2003 2655 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, Wl 53901 



450 
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1. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 5367 
UPDATED FILING RECEIPT 







•OC00000001 7822835* 



Date Mailed: 01/11/2006 



Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Applfcati&n. It will be considered in its order and you will be 
notified as to the results of the examination. Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE, 
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. Fees transmitted by 
check or draft are subject to collection. Please verify the accuracy of the data presented on this receipt. If an 
error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please mall .tp^the Commissioner for Patents P.O. Box. 1450 
Alexandria Va 22313-1450. Please provide a copy pt this Filing Receipt with the changes noted thereon. If 
you received a "Notice to File Missing Parts" for this application, please submit any corrections to this 
Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the U8PTO processes the reply to the Notice, the 
USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the requested corrections (if appropriate). 



Applicant(s) 



Timothy Raymond Cronin, Portagfc, Wl; 



Power of Attorney: None 

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant 

a 

Foreign Applications ... v . . .. 4 . r 

* "* • • • » . t * ; * 

. If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 12/21)2005 

* 

The country code and number of your priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris 
Convention, is US1 0/680,830 

■ 

Projected Publication Date: 04/20/2006 
Non-Publication Request: No 

Early Publication Request: No 

SMALL ENTITY 
Title 

Certified protection from subliminal content for recordings 
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United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITKD &TATB8 DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United Sutn Patent mod Trwdamark Offloo 

10* PATKNTB 

IUIHO0 




APPLNO. 



FILING OR 371 

(c) DATE 



ART UNIT I FIL FEE REC'D 



ATTY.OOCKET NO 



I DRAWINGS | TOT CLMS| INOCLMS 



| INP CLMS J 



10/680,830 10/07/2003 2655 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, WI 53901 



385 
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CONFIRMATION NO. 5367 
FILING RECEIPT 






•OC00000001 7695939* 



Date Mailed: 12/23/2005 



t 

Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Application. It will , be considered in its order and you will be 
notified as to the results of the examination. Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE, 
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. Fees transmitted by 
check or draft are subject to collection. Please .verify the accuracy of the data presented on this receipt. If an 
error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please mail to the Commissioner for Patents P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria Va 22313-1450. Please provide, atopy of this Filing Receipt with the changes noted thereon. If 
you received a "Notice to File Missing. Parte" for this application, please submit any corrections to this 
Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the USPTO processes the reply to the Notice, the 
USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the requested corrections (if appropriate). 



Applicants) 



Timothy Raymond Cronin, Portage, WI; 



Power of Attorney: None 

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant 

Foreign Applications 

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 12/21/2005 

The country code and number afyour priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris 
Convention, is US1 0/680,830 



4 ». » 



Projected Publication DSlSfTO Be Determined - pending completion of Missing Parts 
Non-Publication Request: No 

Early Publication Request: No 



M SMALL ENTITY " 



Title 

Certified protection from subliminal content for recordings 
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United States Bvtent and Trademark Office 



UNITED 8TATES DEPARTMENT OK COMMERCE 
UoJtad Buuu Patoat and Trademark OfTloa 
OO^ISSIONER POR PATENTS 



] 



| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER 



10/680,830 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, Wl 53901 



10/07/2003 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 




CONFIRMATION NO. 5367 

FORMALITIES 
LETTER 



Date Mailed: 12/23/2005 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION 

FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 

Items Required To Avoid Abandonment: 

An application number and filing date have been accorded to this application. The item(s) indicated below, 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date of this Notice within which to file all 
required items and pay any fees required below to avoid abandonment Extensions of time may be obtained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

• The oath or declaration is missing. A property signed oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 163, 
identifying the application by the above Application Number and Filing Date, is required. 

Note: If a petition under 37 CFR 1.47 is being filed, an oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 
signed by all available joint inventors, or if no inventor is available by a party with sufficient proprietary 
interest, is required. 

The applicant needs to satisfy supplemental fees problems indicated below. 

The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment 

• To avoid abandonment, a surcharge (for late submission of filing fee, search fee, examination fee or oath or 
declaration) as set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(f) of $65 for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27, must be 
submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 

SUMMARY OF FEES DUE; 

Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $65 for a Small Entity 

• $65 Surcharge. 



Replies should be mailed to: Mail Stop Missing Parts 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS 



In re Application of 
Timothy Raymond Cronin 



DECISION ON PETITION 



Application No. 10/680,830 
Filed: August 12 , 2005 
Title: CERTIFIED PROTECTION 
FROM SUBLIMINAL CONTENT FOR 
RECORDINGS 



This is in response to the communications filed September 9, 
October 4, and October 20, 2005 and October 6, 2006, requesting 
that the above- identified application be accorded a filing date 
of October 7, 2003. These communications are being treated as a 
petition under 1.10(e) to accord the application papers a filing 
date as of the date of deposit in Express Mail. 



35 U.S.C. 111(a) provides that: 

The filing date of an application shall be the date on 
which the specification and any required drawing are 
received in the Patent and Trademark Office. 

1.10(a) provides that: 

(1) Any correspondence received by the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office (USPTO) that was delivered by the "Express 
Mail Post Office to Addressee" service of the United States 
Postal Service (USPS) will be considered filed with the 
USPTO on the date of deposit with the USPS. 



RELEVANT STATUTES, RULES AND REGULATIONS 
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(2) The date of deposit with USPS is shown by the "date 
in" on the "Express Mail" label or other official USPS 
notation. If the USPS deposit date cannot be determined, 
the correspondence will be accorded the USPTO receipt date 
as the filing date. See § 1.6(a). 

The requirements of the statutes cannot be waived. Thus, the 
Office may only accord a filing date as of the date a 
specification (including at least one claim) and any required 
drawings are filed in the Office. If the requirements of rule 
1.10 are met, the date of deposit with the USPS. is considered 
the date of filing with the Office, if the requirements of the 
rule are met. 

A review of the image file wrapper for this application reveals 
that a transmittal letter, specification and claims were filed 
on August 12, 2005. The image file wrapper is the Official 
record of the papers received in an application. Papers not 
present in the image file wrapper are not considered filed in 
the application. The image file wrapper does not contain any 
paper filed prior to August 12, 2005. In addition, on September 
9, 2005, applicants advised the Office that drawings were "not 
applicable." Thus, if drawings are not required, pursuant to 35 
U.S.C. Ill, the earliest possible filing date for this 
application is August 12, 2005. 

However, applicant contends that the application is entitled to 
a filing date of October 7, 2003. Applicant asserts that the 
application papers were originally deposited in the USPS Express 
Mail service on October 7, 2003. Applicant argues that the 
Office lost his application and that it was resubmitted on 
August 12, 2005. Applicant further states that a postcard was 
returned to him from the USPTO with the application number 
10/680830. Yet, applicant's communications do not include a 
"true" copy of the application papers as originally filed, a 
copy of the Express Mail mailing label showing a date-in of 
October 7, 2003 or a copy of their return postcard. 

Applicant's attention is directed to 1.10(e) and MPEP 503. 
§ 1.10(e) provides that: 

■ 

Any person mailing correspondence addressed as set out in 
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§ 1.1(a) to the Office with sufficient postage utilizing 
the "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service of the 
USPS but not received by the Office, may petition the 
Director to consider such correspondence filed in the 
Office on the USPS deposit date, provided that: 

(1) The petition is filed promptly after the person 
becomes aware that the Office has no evidence of receipt of 
the correspondence ; 

(2) The number of the' "Express Mail" mailing label was 
placed on the paper (s) or fee(s) that constitute the 
correspondence prior to the original mailing by 
"Express Mail" ; 

(3) The petition includes a copy of the originally 
deposited paper (s) or fee(s) that constitute the 
correspondence showing the number of the "Express Mail" 
mailing label thereon, a copy of any returned postcard 
receipt, a copy of the "Express Mail" mailing label showing 
the "date-in," a copy of any other official notation by the 
USPS relied upon to show the date of deposit, and, if 

the requested filing date is a date other than the "date- 
in" on the "Express Mail" mailing label or other official 
notation entered by the USPS, a showing pursuant to 
paragraph (d) (3) of this section that the requested filing 
date w^s the date the correspondence was deposited in the 
"Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service prior to 
the last scheduled pickup for that day; and 

(4) The petition includes a statement which establishes, 
to the satisfaction of the Director, the original deposit 
of the correspondence and that the copies of the 
correspondence, the copy of the "Express Mail" mailing 
label, the copy of any returned postcard receipt, and any 
official notation entered by the USPS are true copies of 
the originally mailed correspondence, original "Express 
Mail" mailing label, returned postcard receipt, and 
official notation entered by the USPS. 

(f) The Office may require additional evidence to 
determine if the correspondence was deposited as "Express 
Mail" with the USPS on the date in question. 

MPEP 503 provides that: 
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A postcard receipt which itemizes and properly identifies 
the items which are being filed serves as prima facie 
evidence of receipt in the USPTO of all the items 
listed thereon on the date stamped thereon by the USPTO. 

The identifying data on the postcard should be so complete 
as to clearly identify the item for which a receipt is 
requested. For example, the postcard should identify the 
applicant's name, application number (if known), 
confirmation number (if known), filing date, interference 
number, title of the invention, etc. The postcard should 
also identify the type of paper being filed, e.g., new 
application, affidavit, amendment, notice of appeal, appeal 
brief, drawings, fees, motions, supplemental oath or 
declaration, petition, etc., and the number of pages being 
submitted. If a new application is being filed, all parts 
of the application being submitted should be separately 
listed on the postcard, e.g., the number of pages of 
specification (including written description, claims and 
abstract) , number of claims, number of sheets of drawings, 
number of pages of oath/declaration, number of pages of 
cover sheet (provisional application) . 

The postcard receipt will not serve as prima facie evidence 
of receipt of any item which is not adequately itemized on 
the postcard. For example, merely listing on the postcard 
w a complete application" or "patent application" will not 
serve as a proper receipt for each of the required 
components of an application (e.g., specification 
(including claims) , drawings (if necessary) , oath or 
declaration and the application filing fee) or missing 
portions (e.g., pages, sheets of drawings) of an 
application if one of the components or portion of a 
component is found to be missing by the USPTO. Each 
separate component should be specifically and properly 
itemized on the postcard. Furthermore, merely incorporating 
by reference in the postcard receipt, the items listed in a 
transmittal letter will not serve as prima facie evidence 
of receipt of those items. 

Applicant must prove entitlement to a filing date of October 7, 
2003. Given applicant's arguments, 2 ways of attempting to 
prove entitlement are available. First, applicant may seek to 
establish entitlement under 1.10(e) above. Such a petition must 
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include a copy of the application papers as applicant maintains 
they were originally filed on October 7, 2003 and a copy of the 
Express Mail mailing label (including the Mate-in' ) used to 
mail the papers on October 7, 2003. Second, applicant may 
submit a copy of their itemized and date -stamped return 
postcard. It is suggested that applicant submit any and all 
evidence supporting a conclusion that the application is 
entitled to a filing date of October 7, 2003. Applicant is 
reminded, however, that evidence that a filing fee was filed on 
October 7, 2003 is not persuasive evidence that a specification 
and any required drawings were filed on that date. 

Accordingly, the petition is dismissed without prejudice to 
reconsideration . 

Applicant is given TWO (2) MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
decision to respond. This period is not extendable under 37 CFR 
1.136(a) . 

■ 

Further correspondence with respect to this decision should be 
addressed as follows : 



By mail: Mail Stop Petition 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

By hand: Customer Service Window 

Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Telephone inquiries specific to this decision should be directed 

at (571) 272-3219. 




inson 

titions Attorney 
Petitions 




/0'06-XOOQ 
CfILt 



22 



United States R\tent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE 
United Statu* Patent and Trademark Offire 
COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Bex USO 





APPL NO. 


I/FILING OR 371 ) 
V (c) DATE ' 


| ART UNIT | 


FIL FEE RECD | 


ATTY.DOCKET NO 


| DRAWINGS 


TOT CLMS 


IND CLMS 


10/680,830 i 


08/12/2005 i 


! 2626 


450 






1 


1 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, Wl 53901 



fQ TE Q ERR* 

FtLi*to> 0at€ paint? o 

ON THIS FGGtA \* *>HO*&/ 

tcAfiUT Filing A* re WU* 

is : io/or/aoo3 (i t. oyocroi) 



CONFIRMATION NO. 5367 
CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT 
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•OC0000000206 10847- 

Date Mailed: 09/27/2006 



Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Application. It will be considered in its order and you will be 
notified as to the results of the examination. Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE, 
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. Fees transmitted by 
check or draft are subject to collection. Please verily the accuracy of the data presented on this receipt. If an 
error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please mail to the Commissioner for Patents P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria Va 22313-1450. Please provide a copy of this Filing Receipt with the changes noted thereon. If 
you received a "Notice to File Missing Parts" for this application, please submit any corrections to this 
Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the USPTO processes the reply to the Notice, the 
USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the requested corrections (if appropriate). 



Applicant(s) 



Timothy Raymond Cronin, Portage, Wl; 



Power of Attorney: None 

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant 

Foreign Applications 

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 12/21/2005 

The country code and number of your priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris 
Convention, is US 10/680,830 

■ 

Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable 
Non-Publication Request: No 

Early Publication Request: No 

** SMALL ENTITY ** 

Title 

Certified protection from subliminal content for recordings 



Preliminary Class 



i 



PEFR 
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CONFIRMATION NO. 5367 

FORMALITIES 
LETTER 



Date Mailed: 12/23/2005 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION 

* 

FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1 .53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 

Items Required To Avoid Abandonment: 

An application number and filing date have been accorded to this application. The item(s) indicated below, 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date of this Notice within which to file all 
required items and pay any fees required below to avoid abandonment. Extensions of time may be obtained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

• The oath or declaration is missing. A properly signed oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 163, 
identifying the application by the above Application Number and Filing Date, is required. 

Note: If a petition under 37 CFR 1.47 is being filed, an oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 
signed by all available joint inventors, or if no inventor is available by a party with sufficient proprietary 
interest, is required. 

The applicant needs to satisfy supplemental fees problems indicated below. 

The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• To avoid abandonment, a surcharge (for late submission of filing fee, search fee, examination fee or oath or 
declaration) as set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(f) of $65 for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27, must be 
submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 

SU MMARY O F FEES DUE; 

Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $65 for a Small Entity 

• $65 Surcharge. 



Replies should be mailed to: 

01/06/2006 CNGUYEN2 00000018 10680830 

01 FC:2051 65.00 OP 



Mail Stop Missing Parts 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



A copy of this notice MUST be returned with the reply. 



Offic^tff Initial Patent Examination (571^272-4000, or 1-800-PTO-9199, or 1-800-972-6382 

PART/! - COPY TO BE RETURNED WITH RESPONSE 
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on Ad of 1995, no persons are required to 

DECLARATION FOR UTILITY OR 

DESIGN 
PATENT APPLICATION 
(37 CFR1.63) 



□ 



Declaration 
Submitted 
With Initial 
Filing 



OR 



I v/| Declaration 

I 1 Submitted after Initial 

Filing (surcharge 
(37 CFR 1.16(e)) 
required) 



PTO/SB/Ot (10-05) 
Approved for use through 07/31/2008. OMB 0651-0032 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
to a collection of information unless H contains a valid OMB control numbe r. 



Attorney Docket 



First Named Inventor 


7iWW»/ fay***} Crorifi 


COMPLETE IF KNOWN 


Application Number 


10/ '6 80S 30 


Filing Date 


\0/07/X003 


Art Unit 


JL6SS 


Examiner Name 


j 



I hereby declare that: 

Each inventor's residence, mailing address, and citizenship are as stated below next to their name. 

I believe the inventors) named below to be the original and first inventors) of the subject matter which is claimed and for 
which a patent is sought on the invention entitled: 



Certified protection -from subjfminql 

content -for rttordinp. 



the specification of which 
□ is attached hereto 

OR 



was filed on (MM/DD/YYYY) 



(Title of the Invention) 



I O/07/2OO3 



as United States Application Number or PCT International 



Application Number iO/6SOS30_\ and was amended on (MM/DD/YYYY) | J (if applicable). 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above Identified specification, including the claims, as 
amended by any amendment specifically referred to above. 

I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR 1.56, including for 
continuation-in-part applications, material Information which became available between the filing date of the pnor application 

and the national or PCT international filing date of the continuation-in-part application. 

I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d) or (f), or 365(b) of any foreign application(s) for patent, 
inventor's or plant breeder's rights certificate(s), or 365(a) of any PCT international application which designated at least one 
country other than the United States of America, listed below and have also Identified below, by checking the box, any foreign 
application for patent, inventor's or plant breeder's rights certificate(s), or any PCT international application having a filing date 
before that of the application on which priority is claimed. 



Prior Foreign Application 
Numberjsl 



Country 



Foreign Filing Date 

fMM/DD/YYYYl 



Priority 
Not Claimed 


Certified Copy Attached? 
YES NO 




□ 


□ □ 




□ 


□ □ 


□ 


□ □ 


□ 


□ □ 



Additional foreign applicati on numbers are listed on a supplemental priority data sheet PTO/SB/02B attached hereto. 
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This collection of information is required by 35 U.S.C. 115 and 37 CFR 1.63. The Irtformatlon Is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the publfci *hjch is to file 
(and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality Is Qovemed by 35 U.S.C. 122 end 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. Ths collection Is estimated to take 21 
minutes to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO Time will vary ' dapendng upon 1 the i Mhidual 
case Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief imonnauon 
Officer. U.S. Patent and Trademark Office. U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria. VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED 
FORMS TO this ADDRESS, send TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 

If you need assistance completing the form, call 1-B00-PTO-9199 and select option 2. 




PTO/SB/01 (10-05) 
Approved for use through 07/31/2006. OMB 0651-0032 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1 995. no persons are required to respond to a collection of Information unless rt contains a valid OMB control number. 

DECLARATION — Utility or Design Patent Application j 



Direct all ["" I The address 
correspondence to: L — ■ associated with 

Customer Number 




OR 




address below 


Name . 

Timothy KcKymc*a Oron in 


Address 

P.O. 8ox 29\ 


City 


State 

WJ 


ZIP 

S3?0l 


Country 

Uy\M States tff America 


Telephone 


Email 



WARNING: 



Petitioner/applicant is cautioned to avoid submitting personal information in documents filed in a patent application that may 
contribute to identity theft. Personal information such as social security numbers, bank account numbers, or credit card 
numbers (other than a check or credit card authorization form PTO-2038 submitted for payment purposes) is never required by 
the USPTO to support a petition or an application. If this type of personal information is included in documents submitted to 
the USPTO, petitioners/applicants should consider redacting such personal information from the documents before submitting 
them to the USPTO. Petitioner/applicant is advised that the record of a patent application is available to the public after 
publication of the application (unless a non-publication request in compliance with 37 CFR 1.213(a) is made in the application) 
or issuance of a patent. Furthermore, the record from an abandoned application may also be available to the public if the 
application is referenced in a published application or an issued patent (see 37 CFR 1.14). Checks and credit card 
authorization forms PTO-2038 submitted for payment purposes are not retained in the application file and therefore are not 
publicly available. 



I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information 
and belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false 
statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under 18 U.S.C. 1001 and that such willful 
false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 



NAME OF SOLE OR FIRST INVENTOR: 


PI A petition has been filed for this unsigned inventor 


Given Name (first and middle [if any]) 


Family Name or Surname 


Inventor's Signature 


Date 


Residence: City f>ubvrb of ) 


State 

Wisconsin 


Country 


Citizenship 


Mailing Address 

p.o, gox 291 


City Port4<f1L 


State _ 


Zip S3 90 1 


Country V n ;+ c J5+,tef 


| I Agonal inventors or a legal representative are being named on the supplemental sheet(a) PTO/SB/02A or 02LR attached hereto. 
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United States FKtent and Trademark Office 



APP LICATION NUM BER 

10/680,830 



FILI NG OR 371 (c) D ATE 

10/07/2003 



FIRST NAMED APPLICANT 

Timothy Raymond Cronin 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Addrwr COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Boa 1450 

Akandri* Vbgbb 2231X450 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, Wl 53901 



CONFIRMATION NO. 5367 

FORMALITIES 
LETTER 



Date Mailed: 12/23/2005 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION 

FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 

Items Required To Avoid Abandonment: 

An application number and filing date have been accorded to this application. The item(s) indicated below, 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date of this Notice within which to file all 
required items and pay any fees required below to avoid abandonment. Extensions of time may be obtained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

• The oath or declaration is missing. A property signed oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63, 
identifying the application by the above Application Number and Filing Date, is required. 

Note: If a petition under 37 CFR 1.47 is being filed, an oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 
signed by all available joint inventors, or if no inventor is available by a party with sufficient proprietary 
interest, is required. 

The applicant needs to satisfy supplemental fees problems indicated below. 

The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• To avoid abandonment, a surcharge (for late submission of filing fee, search fee, examination fee or oath or 
declaration) as set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(0 of $65 for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27, must be 
submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 

SUMMARY OF FEES DUE: 

Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $65 for a Small Entity 

• $65 Surcharge. 



Replies should be mailed to: 



Mail Stop Missing Parts 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
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Alexandria VA 22313-1450 




A copy of this notice MUST be returned with the reply. 



OfficfoT InitiaT-Patent Examination (571) 272*4000, or 1-800-PTO-9199, or 1-800-972-6382 
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UNITED STATES DEPABTMENT OF COMMERCE 

United States Patent end Trademark OfHoe 

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
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| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER 



1 1/203,657 



Timothy Raymond Cronln 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, WI 53901 



08/127005 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 



CONFIRMATION NO. 8099 

FORMALITIES 
LETTER 



Date Mailed: 08/31/2005 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NON PROVISIONAL APPLICATION 

10/84/2005 DEHNANM 00000009 11203657 



01 FC:2011 

02 FC:2622 



150.00 OP 
30.00 OP 



FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 



Items Required To Avoid Abandonment: 

An application number ahd filing date have been accorded to this application. The item(s) indicated below, 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date qf this Notice within which to file all 
required items and pay any fees required below .to avoid abandonment. Extensions of time may be obtained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

* 

• The statutory! basic filing fee is missing. 

' Applicant must submit $ 1 50 to complete the basic filing fee for a small entity. 

• The oath or declaration is unsigned. 

. • 

The application is informal since it does not comply with the regulations for the reason(s) indicated below. 

• » 

The required item(s) identified' below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

* 

• An abstract of the technical disclosure hot exceeding 150 Words in length and commencing on a separate 
sheet in compliance with 37 CFR 1.72(b) is required. An abstract was not provided for this application. 

Applicant is cautioned that correction of the above items may cause the specification and drawings page count to 
exceed 1 00 pages. If the specification and drawings exceed 1 00 pages, applicant will need to submit the required 
application size fee. 

■ * ■ 

The applicant needs to satisfy supplemental fees problems indicated below. 

The required item(s) Identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment 

• To avoid abandonment a surcharge (for late submission of filing fee, search fee, examination fee or oath or 
declaration) as set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(0 °f $65 for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27, must be 
submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 



SUMMARY OF FEE3 PUE; 
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Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $565 for a Small Entity 

• $150 Statutory basic filing fee. 

• $65 Surcharge. 

• The application search fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit $250 to complete the search fee. 

• The application examination fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit $100 to complete the 
examination fee for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27 

Items Required To Avoid Processing Delays: 

« 

The item(s) indicated below are also required and should be submitted with any reply to this notice to avoid 
further processing delays, 

• A new oath or declaration, identifying this application number is required. The oath or declaration does not 
comply with 37 CFR 1.63 in that it: 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration acknowledges the duty to disclose 
information which is material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR 1 .56. 

• does not stati that the person making the oath or declaration has reviewed and understands the contents 
of the specification, including the claims, as amended by any amendment specifically referred to in the oath 
or declaration. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration believes the named inventor or inventors to 
be the original and the first inventor or inventors of the subject matter which is claimed and for which a 
patent is sought. 



Replies should be mailed to: Mail'Stop Missing Parts 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
. Alexandria VA 22313-1450 

* ■ 
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A copy of this notice MUST be returned with the reply. 
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Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000. or 1-800-PT6t9199, or 1-800-972-6382 
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P.O. Box 291 
Portage, WI 53901 
October 19, 2005 



Mail Stop Missing Parts 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria VA 22313-1450 

re: U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER: 10/680830 
FILING DATE: 070CT03 

NAME OF APPLICANT:, Timothy Raymond Cronin 
TITLE OF INVENTION: Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings. 

Dear Sirs: 

I received a NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPRQVISIONAL 
APPLICATION very early last month. I responded to that NOTICE 
vith two letters, the first of which was received at your 
address on September 09 , 2005. The second which was received at 
the USPT0 Mail Center on October 05, 2005. But I did not send 
any money. 

The Formalities Letter (see enclosed ^copy; and, too, a copy, 
of the FILING RECEIPT showing corrections) which contained the 
NOTICE mentioned above listed amounts I needed to pay to avoid 
abandonment of my application for a patent. But my utility 
patent application made in October of ,the year 2003 was said 
to have been "lost in cyberspace" at the USPTO. Consequently, 
I did not believe that the fees and surcharge listed in the 
SUMMARY OF FEES DUE section of that Formalities Letter were 
correct; and this I described in my letter to your office in 
early September of this year. 

However, in that letter I wrote that I thought the totals 
payment indicated by the SUMMARY OF^FEES DUE section of the 
Formalities Letter was $1130.00. But the actual payment is . 
probably half of that amount, i.e. $565.00 (the amounts listed 
after black dots under the top line of page two of the 
Formalities Letter probably are a breakdown of the $565.00 
mentioned in that top line). 

Although I contest the surcharge and at least one of the 
other fees, to avoid further delay in processing or 
abandonment of my utility patent application I am sending an 
additional payment along with proof of an earlier payment 
together which amount to $565.00. And I'm doing so in time 
to meet the deadline (which is probably 300CT05). 

Sincerely, 

Timothy Raymond Cronin 
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Timothy RaymondCronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, Wl 53901 



CONFIRMATION NO. 8099 
RUNG RECEIPT 







•OC000000016906558* 
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« Date Mailed: 08/31/2005 



» * - — ■ 

Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Application. It will be considered in its order and you will be 
notified as to the results of the examination. Besure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE 
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. Fees transmitted by 
check or draft are subject to collection: Please verify the accuracy of the data presented on this receipt. If an 
error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please mall to the Commissioner for Patents P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria Va 22313-1450. Please provide a copy of this Filing Receipt with the changes noted thereon. If 
you received a "Ijlotice to File Missing Parts- for this application, please submit any corrections to this 
Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the USPTO processes the reply to the Notice, the 
USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt Incorporating the requested corrections (if appropriate). 



Applicant(s) 



»■ - r ■ • 

Timothy Raymond Cronin. Portage, Wl; 




Power of Attorney: None 



Ate tA/ccm*.ecTj 



Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant 




Foreign Applications 



If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 08730/2005 

I 

The country codA gnd omnhflLgLyour priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the 
Convention, (sLJS1 1/203,657 

^^^^^ 

^^^^^^ a • 

Projected Publication Date: To Be Determined - pending completion of Missing Parts 
Non-Publication Request: No - 



Early Publication Request: No 



** 



SMALL ENTITY 



Title 



Certified protection from subliminal content for recordings 
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Preliminary Class 

386 . I 
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* • 

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

* * 

Since the rights granted by a U.S. patent extend only throughout the territory of the United States and have no 
effect in a foreign country, an inventor who wishes patent protection in another country must apply for a patent in 
a specific country or. in regional patent offices. Applicants may wish to consider the filing of an international 
application under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT). An international (PCT) application generally has the same 
effect as a regular jiatjonal patent application in each PCT-member country. The PCT process simplifies the 
filing of patent applications on the same invention in member countries, but does not result in a grant of "an 
international patent" and does not eliminate the need of applicants to file additional documents and fees in 
countries where patent protection is desired. 

Almost every country has its own patent law, and a person desiring a patent in a particular country must make an 
application for patent in that country in accorda.nce.with Itsi particular laws. Since the laws of many countries differ 
in various respects from the patent law of the United States, applicants are advised to seek guidance from 
specific foreign countries to ensure that patent rights are not lost prematurely. 

Applicants also are advised that in the.case of inventions made in the United States, the Director of the USPTO 
must issue a license, before applicants can apply for a patent in a foreign country. The filing of a U.S. patent 
application serves as a request for a foreign filing license. The application's filing receipt contains further 
information and guidance as to the status of applicant 1 s license for foreign filing. 

# * 

Applicants may wish to consult the USPTO booklet "General Information Concerning Patents" (specifically, the 
section entitled 'Treaties and Foreign Patents") for more information on timeframes and deadlines for filing foreign 
patent applications. (The guide is available either by contacting the USPTO Contact Center at 800-786-9199, or it 
can be viewed on thp USPTO website at http://www.uspto.govArveb/offices/pac/doc/general/index.html. 

For information on preventing theft of your intellectual property (patents, trademarks and copyrights), you may 
wish -to consult the U.S. Government website, http:/Arvww.stoptakes.gov. Part of a Department of Commerce 
initiative, this website includes self-help "toolkits" giving Innovators guidance on how to protect intellectual 
property in specific countries such as China, Korea and Mexico. For questions regarding patent enforcement 
issues, applicants may call the U.S. Government hotline at 1-866-999-HALT (t-866-999-4158). 



-'license for foreign filing under 

Title 35^ynfteid ^tea^Qpde^Section 1 84 
Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 5.11 & 5.15 



GRANTED 



The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING 
LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in ail applications where 
the conditions for issuance of a license have been met regardless of whether or not a license may be required as 
set forth in 37 CFR 5.15. The scope and limitations of this license are set forth in 37 CFR 5.15(a) unless an earlier 
license has been Issued under 37 CFR 5.15(b). The license is subject to revocation upon written notification. The 
date indicated is the effective date of the license, unless an earlier license of similar scope has been granted 
under 37 CFR 5.13 or 5.14. . 
' ... 

This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof 
unless it is revoked. This license is. automatically transferred to any related applications(s) filed under 37 CFR 
1.53(d). This license is hot retroactive. ..." 
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The grant of a license does not in any way lessen the responsibility of a licensee for the security of the subject 
matter as .mposed by any Government contract or the provisions of existing laws ZSSXSS£SS& 
national security or the export of technical data. Licensees should apprise TmSS^mKSSSi 
especially with respect to certain countries, of other agencies, particularly the 0^o^eSrS7rad?SnS"s 
Department of State (with respect to Arms, Munitions and Implements ofWar (22 CFR 121-12?)] mC 
todustry and Security, Department of Commerce (15 CFR parts 730-774); the Office of Foreign Assets (SSol 
Department of Treasury (31 CFR Parts 500+) and the Department of Energy 9 ' 

NOT GRANTED : 

• • • , * » 

I ■ ■ 

flrSff*i5£2J* SSi?!^ ^ 9rante(1 at thls time « * *e phnase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING 
LICENSE GRANTED" DOES NOT appear on this form. Applicant may still petition for a license under 37 CFR 
5.12, if a license Is desired before the expiration of 6 months from the filing date of the aS S 6 rnonSs 
has lapsed from the filing date of this application and the licensee has tJmSZ^SSRSmlm 
order under 35 U.S.C. 181. the licensee may foreign file the application pursuant to 37 CFR 5 1 1?(b° 
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P.O. Box 291 
Portage, WI 53901 
September 30, 2005 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria Va 22313-1450 



re: U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER: 10/680830 
FILING DATE: 07OCT03 

NAME OF APPLICANT: Timothy Raymond Cronin 
TITLE OF INVENTION: Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings. 

Dear Sirs: 

Please note: on my letter to your office dated 05SEP05 and 
on a similar letter to Mail Stop Missing Parts which was 
also dated 05SEP05 (both of which arrived at the USPTO on 
09SEP05) I mistakenly put "09/15/2003" as the Filing Date. 

I apologize for putting the wrong filing date at the 
beginning of those letters. I had intended to use the date 
I'd been told by a USPTO representative on 12AUG05. But I, 
also, got that (wrong) date wrong ^- I'd been told 10/15/03 
and not 09/15/03. 

Later I double checked because the date "100703" was printed 
(under the bar code) on the clear sticker attached to the 
post card returned to me from the USPTO. That sticker also 
had my application number on it (i.e.: 10/680830). 

I looked in the USPTO booklet A Guide to Filing a Utility 
Patent Application / and found on page seven (second column, 
fourth paragraph) that given the "Date In" on the Express 
Mail Post Office to Addressee mailing label customer copy my 
correct application date is 070CT03. 

I'm now concerned that the end of October deadline to pay 
fees and a surcharge as indicated on the USPTO Formalities 
Letter (Date Mailed: 08/31/2005) which was sent to me will, 
if passed, complicate repair of the original mix-up which I 
asked the USPTO to fix in my letter to it dated 05SEP05. 

So I ask you please to respond A to my letter dated 05SEP05. 
And I thank you for your consideration of this matter. 
Please respond promptly to this urgent request for action. 

Sincerely, 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 




P.O Box 291 
Portage, WI 53901 
September 5/ 2005 



Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria Va 22313-1450 



re: U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER: 10/680830 
FILING DATE: 09/15/2003 

NAME OF APPLICANT: Timothy Raymond Cronin 
TITLE OF INVENTION: Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings. 



Dear Sirs: 

After almost two years of watching my mailbox for word about 
my pending patent/ application number 10/680830/ to my 
delight I received a letter on 03SEP05 from the USPTO. 

After my original filing which I sent by USPS Express MAil 
on 070CT03 I waited for a long time. Then on 27JUL04 I 
called phone #(703) 305-4700. The lady I talked to at that 
number said my application had just recently been sent to an 
examiner "due to backlog." And that it just got into the 
system/ and that I'd be sent notice. 

After hearing nothing from the USPTO/ I called again on 
02NOV04/ and was told no specifics. But only that my 
application was still being processed and the patent hadn't 
been issued yet. So, after . hearing nothing/ I called phone # 
(703) 305-4700 again on 26JAN05_.and was told that my 
application was undergoing "pre-exara processing. " But I 
subsequently still heard nothing from the USPTO. 

So I called again on 28JUL05, and finally got connected to 
phone #(703) 308-1202. The lady I talked with said to me, with 
some concern in her voice/ "I see that" when I told her that 
I had put my application in in the fall of 2003. She told me 
that my application was probably "lost in cyberspace. " I 
asked her if there was anything I needed to do. Her answer: 
"no." So I asked her if it would be taken care of. Her 
answer: "yes." 

But I got no response from the USPTO. So on 12AUG05 I called 
phone #(703) 308-1202, and was told that that number had 
been changed to (571) 272-4000 (office of initial patent 
application). I called phone. #(571) 272-4000, and talked 



with Mrs. Robinson. I told her I had already made my 
application. She told me she knew that I had already paid my 
filing fee. And I was told my filing date was October 15, 
2003. She asked me to send her a copy of my original 
application via USPS Express Mail which I did promptly. But 
I included a letter (see enclosed copy of that letter) in 
which I tried to reinforce the idea that I was obviously not 
trying to file a new application. 

I had asked her how I could know that the information she asked 
me to send to her would, if I did send it, not also be lost in 
cyberspace. She told me nothing in life is certain. So I asked 
her to wait a moment while 1 formulated a question which would 
make more sense. This seemed to me to prompt her to consider ways 
to advance my application. She briefly mentioned faxing, but I 
think to try to save me money she decided it would be best if 1 
used Express Mail, which was less expensive. I was given to 
understand that she would get my original application processed 
timely. I thought I made it clear that I did not want to 
re-file my application. 

But I called the "private number" which. Mrs. Robinson gave 
me on 12AUG05 to see whether or not what I had sent to her 
was sufficient. But I got an [Audix (?)] automatic voice 
recording answering extension 168 for "Linda McDowel" 
(phonic spelling). No one answered, so I pressed "0" as per 
automatic instructions for assistance and let the phone ring 
for over ten minutes after which time I hung up. 

But I called back right away, and left a recording for Linda 
McDowel stating my application number, 10/680830, and that 
I f d talked with Mrs. Robinson on 12AUG05. That I'd sent a 
copy of my application which had arrived that very day at 
the USPTO (15AUG05). And that I wondered whether or not I 
needed to send more information. I said that I had included 
a letter with the copy of my application which I sent to 
Mrs. Robinson. Also, I stated that I had called the USPTO 
several times before, and what the results of those calls 
were. I asked to be contacted by mail. 

But I heard nothing back, so on 23AUG05 I called phone 
#(571) 272-4000 and told Mrs. Day, the lady I talked with, 
that I had sent my original application in the fall of 2003, 
called the USPTO a few times or so, finally talked with Mrs. 
Robinson and sent a copy of my original application; but, 
still, got nothing. 

Mrs. Day said my application hadn't been classified or 
reviewed. I asked whether or not I could be sent a postcard 
or something letting me know when it was reviewed. Mrs. Day 
said "give me two weeks" after which time she said I should 
call back if I hadn't received anything. And, sure enough, 
in less than two weeks I got my first letter from the USPTO 



(not including the postcard with my original application 
number on it). 

But when I received the letter .last week from the USPTO I 
was unpleasantly surprised by an application date which had 
apparently been bumped forward by almost two years. And I 
was asked to pay fees, late fees, and a surcharge totaling 
$1130.00, which seems to relate partly to an issuance fee amount 
but which appears additionally to be a request for an initial 
filing fee and related charges. But I can prove that I paid 
the whole $385.00 basic filing fee in October 2003 (I had 
sent a check along with my original application). 

Consequently, I ask that the USPTO fix this problem. That 
is, have my original patent application examined, and let me 
know timely the determination of its status (actually, the 
copy of my original application, which I had recently sent 
to Mrs. Robinson, seems to have been examined already: about 
which more below). And I ask that the erroneous requirements 
of the missing parts formalities letter (I did sign the 
original application, and I did pay the filing fee) be 
canceled. And that both the new but wrong filing date and new 
but wrong application number be expunged. Also, T ask that 
the issuance fee be waived after notice of allowance due to 
the inconvenience I've already encountered. In particular the 
long initial delay, and the current mix-up which especially 
owing to the changed application date has required me to produce 
this difficult communication. 

When Mrs. Robinson, phone #(571) 272-4000, asked me on 
12AUG05 to send her a copy of my original application she 
gave no indication that it had to be complete, and I 
purposefully did not sign it so as to try to avoid just the 
problems which nevertheless subsequently occurred. As I 
mentioned above, a copy of my letter to Mrs. Robinson is 
enclosed: please note that I.was explicit in my efforts to 
prevent what materials I sent to her from being confounded 
with my original patent application (which I did sign with 
my full name) . 

Yet, except for my signature, the copy of my original 
application which I sent to Mrs. Robinson on 12AUG05 did 
contain all of the information of the original. The "missing 
parts" notice asks for an "abstract of the technical 
disclosure." I didn't include one originally because the 
idea which I'm trying to_get patented is so simple that I 
mistakenly thought that the patent title was almost 
self-explanatory. To correct that error I've Included on a 
separate sheet an Abstract Of The Disclosure, and on another 
sheet a new page six of my application plus a "version with 
markings to show changes made 11 (please see). 

I do manual labor for a living. The cost to me of my application 
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including the two Express Mail mailings and many long distance 
phone calls has been over $400.00. I have not been able to 
locate in the packet of information sent to my in 2003 by 
the USPTO an explanation of why there is an examination 
fee: I thought that was part of the application fee. If 
after reading this leter and its included enclosures the USPTO 
still determines that I need to pay certain fees to have a 
patent granted for my idea, then please let me know what those 
fees are, and where they are to be sent. 

If a guest at the retail store I work for paid over $400.00 and 
after almost two years got nothing for that money, that 
retailer would be in trouble. I know the U.S. is at war, 
and that it has just suffered a terrible natural disaster. 
But perhaps we can agree that the U.S. is not hopeless. That 
there is a value in not giving up — In not abandoning 
maintenance of the nation's infrastructure, such as an effective 
patent mechanism. I again ask for your help in fixing this 
problem. And I thank you for your consideration of this request. 

Sincerely# 

Timothy Raymond Cronin 



P.S. I intend to send this same letter to: 

Mail Stop Missing Parts 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



Enclosures 



SEP 0 9 2005 * 1 Specification ( contd . ) 

^OEM^ ABSTRACT QF THE DISC LOSURE 

Piracy of audio recordings, recordings containing 
both audio and video content, and visual recordings is a big 
challenge to those who own the original intellectual 
property contained in those recordings. Technical means of 
preventing or interfering with unauthorized copying of that 
intellectual content has failed to prevent serious economic 
damage to the recording industry and to many artists who 
rely on it. I propose that by certifying specific lack of 
subliminal content the owners of the intellectual property 
will be able to appeal to potential purchasers who care about 
recordings' quality and who will pay for that quality. All 
subsequent copies of those recordings would lack that 
quality; and, consequently, would have lower market value. 



Specification (contd.) 



DRAWINGS 

Not Applicable 
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Specification (contd.) 



ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE 



Not Applicable 



/DRAWINGS 




Not Applicable 
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Portage. WI 53901 
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FILING RECEIPT 
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•CC000000016906558- 



Daie Maiied: 08/31/2005 

Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Application. It will be considered in its order and you will be 
«°A ffi ?«E 10 e resultS 0T the examination - Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER FILING DATE 
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. Fees transmitted bv 
check or drart are subject to collection. Please verify the accuracy of the data oresented on this receiot If an 
error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please mail to the Commissioner for Patents P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria Va 22313-1450. Please provide a copy of this Filing Receipt with the changes noted thereon. If 
you received a Notice to File Missing Parts" for this application., please submit any corrections to this 

nSL ?.?' pt With y ° Ur rep,y t0 the Notlc8 ' When tne USPT0 Presses the reply to the Notice, the 
USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the requested corrections (if appropriate) 



Applicant(s) "V 

Timothy Raymond Cronin, Portage, WI; 




Power of Attorney: None 

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant 
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Foreign Applications 

if Required, Foreign riling License Granted: 08/3G/2005 

The country code and numhftr flf vpur priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris 
Convention, fsUS1 1/203.657/* 



Projected Publication Date: To Be Determined - pending completion of Missing Pans 
Non-Publication Request: No 

Early Publication Request: No 



** 



SMALL ENTITY *« 



Title 



Certified protection from subliminal content for recordings 
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Preliminary Class 

386 



PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Since the rights granted by a U.S. patent extend only throughout the territory of the United States and have no 
effect in a foreign country, an inventor who wishes patent protection in another country must apply for a patent in 
a specific country or in regional patent offices. Applicants may wish to consider the filing of an international 
application under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT). An international (PCT) application generally has the same 
effect as a regular national patent application in each PCT-member country. The PCT process simplifies the 
filing of patent applications on the same invention in member countries, but does not result in a grant of "an 
international patent" and does not eliminate the need of applicants to file additional documents and fees in 
countries where patent protection is desired. 

Almost every country has its own patent law, and a person desiring a patent in a particular country must make an 
application for patent in that country in accordance with its particular laws. Since the Jaws of many countries differ 
in various respects from the patent law of the United States, applicants are advised to seek guidance from 
specific foreign countries to ensure that patent rights are not lost prematurely. 

Applicants also are advised that in the case of inventions made in the United States, the Director of the USPTO 
must issue a license before applicants can apply for a patent in a foreign country. The filing of a U.S. patent 
application serves as a request for a foreign filing license. The application's filing receipt contains further 
information and guidance as to the status of applicant's license for foreign filing. 

Applicants may wish to consult the USPTO booklet, "General Information Concerning Patents" (specifically, the 
section entitled "Treaties and Foreign Patents") for more information on timeframes and deadlines for filing foreign 
patent applications. The guide is available either by contacting the USPTO Contact Center at 800-786-9199. or it 
can be viewed on the USPTO website at http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/doc/general/index.html. 

For information on preventing theft of your intellectual property (patents, trademarks and copyrights), you may 
wish to consult the U.S. Government website, http://www.stopfakes.gov. Part of a Department of Commerce 
initiative, this website includes self-help "toolkits" giving innovators guidance on how to protect intellectual 
property in specific countries such as China, Korea and Mexico. For questions regarding patent enforcement 
issues, applicants may call the U.S. Government hotline at 1 -866-999-H ALT (1-866-999-4158) 



LICENSE FOR FOREIGN FILING UNDER 
Title 35, United States Code, Section 1 84 
Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 5.11 & 5.15 



GRANTED 



The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184. if the phrase "IF REQUIRED. FOREIGN FILING 
LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all applications where 
the conditions for issuance of a license have been met, regardless of whether or not a license may be required as 
set forth in 37 CFR 5.15. The scope and limitations of this license are set forth in 37 CFR 5.15(a) unless an earlier 
license has been issued under 37 CFR 5.15(b). The license is subject to revocation upon written notification. The 
date indicated is the effective date of the license, unless an earlier license of similar scope has been granted 
under 37 CFR 5.13 or 5.14. 



This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof 
unless it is revoked. This license is automatically transferred to any related applications(s) filed under 37 CFR 
1.53(d). This license is not retroactive. 
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The grant of a license does not in any way lessen the responsibility of a licensee for the security of the subject 
matter as imposed by any Government contract or the provisions of existing laws relating to espionage and the 
national security or the export of technical data. Licensees should apprise themselves of current regulations 
especially with respect to certain countries, of other agencies, particularly the Office of Defense Trade Controls, 
Department of State (with respect to Arms, Munitions and Implements of War (22 CFR 121-128)); the Bureau of 
Industry and Security, Department of Commerce (15 CFR parts 730-774); the Office of Foreign Assets Control, 
Department of Treasury (31 CFR Parts 500+) and the Department of Energy. 

NOT GRANTED 

No license under 35 U.S.C. 184 has been granted at this time, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING 
LICENSE GRANTED" DOES NOT appear on this form. Applicant may still petition for a license under 37 CFR 
5.12. if a license is desired before the expiration of 6 months from the filing date of the application. If 6 months 
has lapsed from the filing date of this application and the licensee has not received any indication of a secrecy 
order under 35 U.S.C. 181, the licensee may foreign file the application pursuant to 37 CFR 5.15(b). 
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AND ThADEMARK OFFICE 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Addreo: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
PO Box 1450 

Afanntfm, Vbpua 223 1 3- H SO 



I APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER | 



11/203,657 



08/12/2005 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage, Wl 53901 



CONFIRMATION NO. 8099 

FORMALITIES 
LETTER 



Date Mailed: 08/31/2005 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION 

FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 

Items Required To Avoid Abandonment: 

An application number and filing date have been accorded to this application. The item(s) indicated below, 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date of this Notice within which to file all 
required items and pay any fees required below to avoid abandonment. Extensions of time may be obtained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

• The statutory basic filing fee is missing. 

Applicant must submit S 150 to complete the basic filing fee for a small entity. 

• The oath or declaration is unsigned. 

The application is informal since it does not comply with the regulations for the reason(s) indicated below. 
The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• An abstract of the technical disclosure not exceeding 150 words in length and commencing on a separate 
sheet in compliance with 37 CFR 1.72(b) is required. An abstract was not provided for this application. 

Applicant is cautioned that correction of the above items may cause the specification and drawings page count to 
exceed 100 pages. If the specification and drawings exceed 100 pages, applicant will need to submit the required 
application size fee. 

The applicant needs to satisfy supplemental fees problems indicated below. 

The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• To avoid abandonment, a surcharge (for late submission of filing fee, search fee, examination fee or oath or 
declaration) as set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(f) of $65 for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .27, must be 
submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 



SUMMARY OF FEES DUE 
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Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $565 for a Small Entity 

• $150 Statutory basic filing fee. 

• $65 Surcharge. 

• The application search fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit $250 to complete the search fee. 

• The application examination fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit $100 to complete the 
examination fee for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27 

Items Required To Avoid Processing Delays: 

* 

The item(s) indicated below are also required and should be submitted with any reply to this notice to avoid 
further processing delays. 

• A new oath or declaration, identifying this application number is required. The oath or declaration does not 
comply with 37 CFR 1 .63 in that it: 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration acknowledges the duty to disclose 
information which is material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR 1.56. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration has reviewed and understands the contents 
of the specification, including the claims, as amended by any amendment specifically referred to in the oath 
or declaration. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration believes the named inventor or inventors to 
be the original and the first inventor or inventors of the subject matter which is claimed and for which a 
patent is sought. 



Replies should be mailed to: Mail Stop Missing Parts 



Commissioner for Patents 



P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



A copy of this notice MUST be returned with the reply. 




Office of Initial Patent Examination (571)272-4000. or I-800-PTO-9199, or 1-800-972-6382 

PART 2 - COPY TO BE RETURNED WITH RESPONSE 
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ATE NT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Aiiiar. COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box HSO 

Aton adM. Vappn 223 U- 1 430 



APPLICATION NUMBER 



FILING OR 371 (c) DATE 



FIRST NAMED APPLICANT 



r 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER 



] 



11/203,657 



08/12/2005 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage. Wl 53901 



CONFIRMATION NO. 8099 

FORMALITIES 
LETTER 



Date Mailed: 08/31/2005 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPROVIStONAL APPLICATION 

FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 

Items Required To Avoid Abandonment: 

An application number and filing date have been accorded to this application. The item(s) indicated below, 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date of this Notice within which to file all 
required items and pay any fees required below to avoid abandonment Extensions of time may be obtained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

• The statutory basic filing fee is missing. 

Applicant must submit $ 150 to complete the basic filing fee for a small entity. 

• The oath or declaration is unsigned. 

The application is informal since it does not comply with the regulations for the reason(s) indicated below. 
The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• An abstract of the technical disclosure. not exceeding 150 words in length, and commencing on a separate 
sheet in compliance with 37 CFR 1.72(b) is required. An abstract was not provided for this application. 

Applicant is cautioned that correction of the above items may cause the specification and drawings page count to 
exceed 100 pages. If the specification and drawings exceed 100 pages, applicant will need to submit the required 
application size fee. 

The applicant needs to satisfy supplemental fees problems indicated below. 

The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• To avoid abandonment, a surcharge (for late submission of filing fee, search fee, examination fee or oath or 
declaration) as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 16(f) of $65 for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .27 s must be 
submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 



SUMMAR Y OF pEES_D U E : 



<b=^ SI 
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Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $565 for a Small Entity 

• $150 Statutory basic filing fee. 

• $65 Surcharge. 

• The application search fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit $250 to complete the search fee. 

• The application examination fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit $100 to complete the 
examination fee for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27 

Items Required To Avoid Processing Delays: 

The item(s) indicated below are also required and should be submitted with any reply to this notice to avoid 
further processing delays. 



• A new oath or declaration, identifying this application number is required. The oath or declaration does not 
comply with 37 CFR 1.63 in that it: 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration acknowledges the duty to disclose 
information which is material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR 1.56. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration has reviewed and understands the contents 
of the specification, including the claims, as amended by any amendment specifically referred to in the oath 
or declaration. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration believes the named inventor or inventors to 
be the original and the first inventor or inventors of the subject matter which is claimed and for which a 
patent is sought. 



Replies should be mailed to: Mail Stop Missing Parts 



Commissioner for Patents 



P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



A copy of this notice MUST be returned with the reply. 




Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000. or I-800-PTO-9I99. or 1-800-972-6382 

PART 1 - ATTORNEY/APPLICANT COPY 
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TATES R\TENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United State* Putcnt aod Trademark Office 
AdAwr. COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



P.O. Bos H30 




APPLICATION NUMBER 



FILING OR 37 1 (c) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT 



| ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER | 



11/203,657 



08/ 1 2/2005 Timothy Raymond Cronin 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage. Wl 53901 



CONFIRMATION NO. 8099 

FORMALITIES 
LETTER 



Date Mailed: 08/31/2005 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION 

FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 

Items Required To Avoid Abandonment: 

An application number and filing date have been accorded to this application. The item(s) indicated below, 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date of this Notice within which to file all 
required items and pay any fees required below to avoid abandonment. Extensions of time may be obtained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

• The statutory basic filing fee is missing. 

Applicant must submit 5 150 to complete the basic filing fee for a small entity. 

• The oath or declaration is unsigned. 

The application is informal since it does not comply with the regulations for the reason(s) indicated below. 
The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• An abstract of the technical disclosure not exceeding 150 words in length and commencing on a separate 
sheet in compliance with 37 CFR 1.72(b) is required. An abstract was not provided for this application. 

Applicant is cautioned that correction of the above items may cause the specification and drawings page count to 
exceed 100 pages. If the specification and drawings exceed 100 pages, applicant will need to submit the required 
application size fee. 

The applicant needs to satisfy supplemental fees problems indicated below. 

The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• To avoid abandonment, a surcharge (for late submission of filing fee, search fee, examination fee or oath or 
declaration) as set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(0 of S65 for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27, must be 
submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 

SUMMARY OF FEES DUE: 
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Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $565 for a Small Entity 



$150 Statutory basic filing fee. 
$65 Surcharge. 



• The application search fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit S250 to complete the search fee. 

• The application examination fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit S100 to complete the 
examination fee for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27 

Items Required To Avoid Processing Delays: 

The item(s) indicated below are also required and should be submitted with any reply to this notice to avoid 
further processing delays. 

• A new oath or declaration, identifying this application number is required. The oath or declaration does not 
comply with 37 CFR 1.63 in that it: 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration acknowledges the duty to disclose 
information which is material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR 1.56. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration has reviewed and understands the contents 
of the specification, including the claims, as amended by any amendment specifically referred to in the oath 
or declaration. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration believes the named inventor or inventors to 
be the original and the first inventor or inventors of the subject matter which is claimed and for which a 
patent is sought. 



Replies should be mailed to: Mail Stop Missing Parts 



Commissioner for Patents 



P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



A copy of this notice MUST be returned with the reply. 




Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000. or 1-800-PTO-9199. or 1-800-972-6382 

PART 2 - COPY TO BE RETURNED WITH RESPONSE 



BEST AVAILABLE COPV 
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kxENT and ThADEMARK Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

United Slates Patent and Trademark Office 

: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O.Box 1450 

Aknadnx. Wgea 22JI3-HSO 



| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER ] 



i 1/203,657 



08/12/2005 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 



Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage. Wl 53901 



CONFIRMATION NO. 8099 

FORMALITIES 
LETTER 



Date Mailed: 08/31/2005 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION 

FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 

Items Req uired To Avoid Abandonment: 

An application number and filing date have been accorded to this application. The item(s) indicated below, 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date of this Notice within which to file all 
required items and pay any fees required below to avoid abandonment. Extensions of time may be obtained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

• The statutory basic filing fee is missing. 

Applicant must submit $ 150 to complete the basic filing fee for a small entity. 

• The oath or declaration is unsigned. 

The application is informal since it does not comply with the regulations for the reason(s) indicated below. 
The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• An abstract of the technical disclosure, not exceeding 150 words in length. and commencing on a separate 
sheet in compliance with 37 CFR 1.72(b) is required. An abstract was not provided for this application. 

Applicant is cautioned that correction of the above items may cause the specification and drawings page count to 
exceed 100 pages. If the specification and drawings exceed 100 pages, applicant will need to submit the required 
application size fee. 

The applicant needs to satisfy supplemental fees problems indicated below. 

The required item(s) identified below must be timely submitted to avoid abandonment: 

• To avoid abandonment, a surcharge (for late submission of filing fee, search fee, examination fee or oath or 
declaration) as set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(f) of S65 for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27, must be 
submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 

SUMMAR Y OF FEES DUE: 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



I 
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Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $565 for a Small Entity 

• $150 Statutory basic filing fee. 

• $65 Surcharge. 

• The application search fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit S250 to complete the search fee. 

• The application examination fee has not been paid. Applicant must submit $100 to complete the 
examination fee for a small entity in compliance with 37 CFR 1.27 

Items Required To Avoid Processing Delay s: 

The item(s) indicated below are also required and should be submitted with any reply to this notice to avoid 
further processing delays. 

« 

• A new oath or declaration, identifying this application number is required. The oath or declaration does not 
comply with 37 CFR 1.63 in that it: 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration acknowledges the duty to disclose 
information which is material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR 1.56. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration has reviewed and understands the contents 
of the specification, including the claims, as amended by any amendment specifically referred to in the oath 
or declaration. 

• does not state that the person making the oath or declaration believes the named inventor or inventors to 
be the original and the first inventor or inventors of the subject matter which is claimed and for which a 
patent is sought. 



Replies should be mailed to: Mail Stop Missing Parts 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



A copy of this notice MUST be returned with the reply. 




Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000. or I-800-PTO-9199. or 1-800-972-6382 

PART 1 - ATTORNEY/APPLICANT COPY 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



09-01-XOOg 

ffT. OP 
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P.O BOX 291 
Portage/ WI 53901 
September 5/ 2005 



Mail Stop Missing Parts 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



re: U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER: 10/680830 
FILING DATE: 09/15/2003 

NAME OF APPLICANT: Timothy Raymond Cronin 
TITLE OF INVENTION: Certified protection from subliminal 

content for recordings. 

Dear Sirs: 

After almost two years of watching my mailbox for word about 
my pending patent, application number 10/680830# to my 
delight I received a letter on 03SEP05 from the USPTO. 

After my original filing which I sent by USPS Express MAil 
on 070CT03 I waited for a long time. Then on 27JUL04 I 
called phone #(703) 305-4700. The lady I talked to at that 
number said my application had just recently been sent to an 
examiner "due to backlog." And that it just got into the 
system, and that I'd be sent notice. 

After hearing nothing from the USPTO, I called again on 
02NOV04, and was told no specifics. But only that my 
application was still being processed and the patent hadn f t 
been issued yet. So, after hearing nothing, I called phone # 
(703) 305-4700 again on 26JAN05_and was told that my 
application was undergoing ||pre-exam processing." But I 
subsequently still heard nothing from the USPTO. 

So I called again on 28JUL05, and finally got connected to 
phone #(703) 308-1202. The lady I talked with said to me, with 
some concern in her voice, "I see that" when I told her that 
I had put my application in in the fall of 2003. She told me 
that my application was probably "lost in cyberspace. " I 
asked her if there was anything I needed to do. Her answer: 
"no." So I asked her if it would be taken care of. Her 
answer: "yes." 

But I got no response from the USPTO. So on 12AUG05 I called 
phone #(703) 308-1202, and was told that that number had 
been changed to (571) 272-4000 (office of initial patent 
application). I called phone #(571) 272-4000, and talked 
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with Mrs. Robinson. I told her I had already made my 
application. She told me she knew that I had already paid my 
filing fee. And I was told my filing date was October 15/ 
2003. She asked me to send her a copy of my original 
application via USPS Express Mail which I did promptly. But 
I included a letter (see enclosed copy of that letter) in 
which I tried to reinforce the idea that I was obviously not 
trying to file a new application. 

I had asked her how 1 could know that the information she asked 
me to send to her would, if 1 did send it, not also be lost in 
cyberspace. She told me nothing in life is certain. So I asked 
her to wait a moment while I formulated a question which would 
make more sense. This seemed to me to prompt her to consider ways 
to advance my application. She briefly mentioned faxing, but I 
think to try to save me money she decided it would be best if I 
used Express Mail, which was less expensive. I was given to 
understand that she would get my original application processed 
timely. I thought I made it clear that I did not want to 
re-file my application. 

But I called the "private number" which Mrs* Robinson gave 
me on 12AUG05 to see whether or not what I had sent to her 
was sufficient. But I got an [Audix (?)] automatic voice 
recording answering extension 168 for "Linda McDowel" 
(phonic spelling). No one answered, so I pressed "0" as per 
automatic instructions for assistance and let the phone ring 
for over ten minutes after which time I hung up. 

But I called back right away, and left a recording for Linda 
McDowel stating my application number, 10/680830, and that 
I'd talked with Mrs. Robinson on 12AUG05. That I'd sent a 
copy of my application which had arrived that very day at 
the USPTO (15AUG05). And that I wondered whether or not I 
needed to send more information. I said that I had included 
a letter with the copy of my application which I sent to 
Mrs. Robinson. Also, I stated that I had called the USPT0 
several times before, and what the results of those calls 
were. I asked to be contacted by mail. 

But I heard nothing back, so on 23AUG05 I called phone 
#(571) 272-4000 and told Mrs. Day, the lady I talked with, 
that I had sent my original application in the fall of 2003/ 
called the USPTO a few times or so, finally talked with Mrs. 
Robinson and sent a copy of my original application; but, 
stills got nothing. 

Mrs. Day said my application hadn't been classified or 
reviewed. I asked whether or not I could be sent a postcard 
or something letting me know when it was reviewed. Mrs. Day 
said "give me two weeks" after which time she said I should 
call back if I hadn't received anything. And, sure enough, 
in less than two weeks I got my first letter from the USPTO 



(not Including the postcard with my original application 
number on it). 

But when I received the letter last week from the USPTO I 
was unpleasantly surprised by an application date which had 
apparently been bumped forward by almost two years. And I 
was asked to pay fees, late fees, and a surcharge totaling 
$1130.00/ which seems to relate partly to an issuance fee amount, 
but which appears additionally to be a request for an initial 
filing fee and related charges. But I can prove that I paid 
the whole $385.00 basic filing fee in October 2003 (I had 
sent a check along with my original application). 

Consequently, I ask that the USPT0 fix this problem. That 
is, have my original patent application examined, and let me 
know timely the determination of its status (actually, the 
copy of my original application, which I had recently sent 
to Mrs. Robinson, seems to have been examined already; about 
which more below). And I ask that the erroneous requirements 
of the missing parts formalities letter (I did sign the 
original application, and I did pay the filing fee) be 
canceled. And that both the new but wrong filing date and new 
but wrong application number be expunged. Also, I ask that 
the issuance fee be waived after notice of allowance due to 
the inconvenience I've already encountered. In particular the 
long initial delay, and the current mix-up which especially 
owing to the changed application date has required me to produce 
this difficult communication. 

When Mrs. Robinson, phone #(571) 272-4000, asked me on 
12AUG05 to send her a copy of my original application she 
gave no indication that it had to be complete, and I 
purposefully did not sign it so as to try to avoid just the 
problems which nevertheless subsequently occurred. As I 
mentioned above, a copy of my letter to Mrs. Robinson is 
enclosed: please note that I was explicit in my efforts to 
prevent what materials. I sent to her from being confounded 
with my original patent application (which I did sign with 
my full name) . 

*» 

Yet, except for my signature, the copy of my original 
application which I sent to Mrs. Robinson on 12AUG05 did 
contain all of the information of the original. The "missing 
parts" notice asks for an "abstract of the technical 
disclosure." I didn't include one originally because the 
idea which I f m trying to get patented is so simple that I 
mistakenly thought that the patent title was almost 
self-explanatory. To correct that error I've included on a 
separate sheet an Abstract Of The Disclosure, and on another 
sheet a new page six of my application plus a "version with 
markings to show changes made^fplease see). 

I do manual labor for a living. The cost to me of my application 
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including the two Express Mail mailings and many long distance 
phone calls has been over $400.00. 1 have not been able to 
locate in the packet of information sent to my in 2003 by 
the USPT0 an explanation of why there is an examination 
fee: I thought that was part of the application fee. If 
after reading this leter and its included enclosures the USPT0 
still determines that I need to pay certain fees to have a 
patent granted for my idea, then please let me know what those 
fees are, and where they are to be sent. 

If a guest at the retail store I work for paid over $400.00 and 
after almost two years got nothing for that money, that 
retailer would be in trouble. I know the U.S. is at war, 
and that it has just suffered a terrible natural disaster. 
But perhaps we can agree that the U.S. Is not hopeless. That 
there is a value in not giving up — In not abandoning 
maintenance of the nation's infrastructure, such as an effective 
patent mechanism. I again ask for your help in fixing this 
problem. And I thank you for your consideration of this request. 



Sincerely, 



Timothy Raymond Cronln 



P.S. I intend to send this same letter to: 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria Va 22313-1450 



Enclosures 
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Specification (contd.) 



ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE 

Piracy of audio recordings, recordings containing 
both audio and video content, and visual recordings is a big 
challenge to those who own the original intellectual 
property contained in those recordings. Technical means of 
preventing or interfering with unauthorized copying of that 
intellectual content has failed to prevent serious economic 
damage to the recording industry and to many artists who 
rely on it. I propose that by certifying specific lack of 
subliminal content the owners of the intellectual property 
will be able to appeal to potential purchasers who care about 
recordings' quality and who will pay for that quality. All 
subsequent copies of those recordings would lack that 



quality; and, consequently, would have lower market value. 
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Specification (contd.) 



DRAWINGS 

Not Applicable 
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United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
:CO\QUSSIONER TOR PATENTS 
P.O. Bn H50 
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Timothy Raymond Cronin 
P.O. Box 291 
Portage. Wl 53901 



CONFIRMATION NO. 8099 
FILING RECEIPT 




•OC00000001 6906558- 

Daie Mailed: 06/31/2005 



Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Application. It will be considered in its order and you wiil be 
notified as to the results of the examination. Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER. FiliNG DATE 
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. Fees transmitted by 
check or draft are subject to collection. Please verify the accuracy of the data presented on this rece\ol If an 
error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please mail to the Commissioner for Patents P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria Va 22313-1450. Please provide a copy of this Filing Receipt with the changes noted thereon. If 
you received a "Notice to File Missing Parts" for this application, please submit any corrections to this 
Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the USPTO processes the reply to the Notice, the 
USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the requested corrections (if appropriate). 



Applicant(s) ^ 
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Specification 



INTRODUCTION 



Applicant name: Timothy Raymond Cronin 
Citizenship of applicant: United States of America 
Residence of applicant: Columbia County/ Wisconsin, USA 
Title of Invention: Certified Frotection From 



CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLICATIONS 
Not Applicable 

STATEMENT REGARDING FEDERALLY SPONSORED RESEARCH OR 
DEVELOPMENT 

Not Applicable 

REFERENCE TO SEQUENCE LISTING, A TABLE, OR A COMPUTER 
PROGRAM LISTING COMPACT DISK APPENDIX 

Not Applicable 

EACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

0001) The sales of audio and video recordings have 
been declining due to theft of the information contained in 
those recordings. Theft which was enabled by widespread use 
of new technologies. My invention aims to increase the sales 
of audio and video recordings by adding a value to those 
recordings which cannot be easily copied 

0002) I am not aware of a prior art of this type in 



Subliminal Content For Recordings 




Specification (contd.) 

the recording industry. Other sellers of consumer products, 
such as foods, soaps, and pharmaceuticals, have long used 
relative better purity as a selling point for their products. 

ERIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

0003) Certified verifiably subliminal-free audio and 
video recordings. That is, recordings offered for sale which 
are certified to contain only that information which is not 
meant to pass unnoticed into the subconscious of a person or 
of persons listening to or viewing the recording. By offering 
such certified recordings for sale, the recording industry 
might increase sales of their products. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL VIEWS OF THE DRAWING 
Not Applicable 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 

0004) Production of audio, or audio and video, or video 
recordings in a secure production environment and using 
verified subliminal-free master recordings in such a way as 
to make it possible for the manufacturer of copies of a 
recording or recordings to be able to certify that the 
recording or recordings so produced will be verifiably free 
of so-called subliminals. That is, free of information 
included in the recording or recordings which is not meant 
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to be consciously perceptible by the average person who 
might listen to, listen to and view, or view the recording 
or recordings - 

0005) This invention differs from other attempts to 
reduce theft of the intellectual property content of 
recordings. It does not do this by adding information in 
either the form cf security features or extra-value content 
to copies of recordings. Nor does it do so by reducing the 
price of the recordings. But by certifying that copies 1 
content is verifiably free of a specific class cf information, 
inherent theft-resistant value is added to each copy. 

0006) I perceive that the best method for my invention 
to be implemented by the recording industry would be for 
that industry to verify the exact content of information 
which it intends to make copies of. To protect that 
information so that no additions can be made to it. Then to 
securely control the production of recorded copies of that 
information: and to do so in a way that allows manufacturers 
of those recordings to certify that each copy would be 
verifiably free cf any information which is not overtly and 
clearly specified as being part of the contents of each 
copy . 
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CLAIM 

0007) What I claim as my invention is: 
Certified verifiable subliminal-free 

audio recordings/ 

recordings containing both audio and video content, 
and visual recordings. 
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ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE 
Not Applicable 



DRAWINGS 



Not Applicable 
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Declaration 



re: This nonprovisional utility patent application 



Name of Inventor: 

Timothy Raymond Cronin 

(sole inventor of the invention claimed) 



Inventor's Country of Citizenship: 
United States of America 



Inventor's City and State of Residence: 
lives near Portage/ Wisconsin 



Inventor's Mailing (and Correspondence) Address: 

P.O. Box 291 
Portage, Wl 53901 



Signature of actual Inventor: 
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